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R. Browne VOL. LXIV—No. 21 

» Fucth 

Lukor 

r& Seven [i oRKMEN’'S COMPENSATION 

pv ae _Injury Resulting from “Horse 

—~— Play’ Between Employees 

jung, dr P which Had Occurred in the 
past and Which the Employer 
Had Failed to Prevent, Is a 

Black Compensable Accident. 

rtle w Jersey Supreme Court. 
nna Staubach, administratrix 
ad presequendum and general 
administratrix of the estate of 

. He Edgar Roland Staubach, de- 

oa eased, Plaintiff-Appellant v. 

Bsmt. Cities Service Oil Co., a cor- 

Enge! - 1 of the State of New 
ersey. Defendant - Appellee 

Woodring and idrew Barcellona, De- 

— fendant. 

Sperling “Bi.y 13, 1941. 

B. Mathis llant: Bernard Folken- 


llius Kwalick, of coun- 


















Hoff lee: John W. Taylor; 
E. Walburg, of counsel. 
C skie, J. 

. Quick The question is whether the 
+ Campbel I” e erred in striking ap- 
llant’s complaint. 
ep ee on September 26, 1940, plain- 
". Reilly want eh ee 
ae aa * brought suit in the Union 
rt motion @iomm Pleas. Plaintiff’s hus- 


, at the C s employed by the de- 
L 9:30AM nt company as a pipe fit- 
helper. On June, 1939, he 
bunty n the course of his employ- 
H. Porter . when Andrew Barcellona, 
rt motions employee, pursuant to a 
at the Sa pread practice of throwing 
ton ids at each other in a spirit 
sane fur irew a pail of liquid on 
ALS This liquid he had ob- 
= ed trom a tank which bore 
nnounce labels and which at times 
Offices a! MButained water and at other 
ven ptha. When the con- 
al prac he pail came into con- 
decedent, it burst into 
—— es which resulted in dece- 
Is annou t's Geath. 
offices t The avamen of the com- 
ewark, whggant negligence in not con- 
1 the gen@—fOling the employees and in 
"y ‘labeling the tank. 
—— - appears further that appel- 
pive? ships lad instituted an action in 
I 





Workmen’s Compensation 
eau and the deputy 
ner dismissed the peti- 
the ground that the 
not the result of an 
ide: irising out and 
of his employment. 
ies here presented are: 
the bureau without 
n? It is true that an 
ulting or sky- 
10t a compensable ac- 
when an employer 
the occurrence of such 
1 the past and fails to 








that 









of 













assault 






cords searchel 


Trade Mart) 











USIVELY heir recurrance so that 
nd ! -e followed “as a natu- 
state in it of the work”, then it 






have arisen out of and 
Jurse of employment 
if the facts as alleged 
‘true. the bureau had juris- 















May the plaintiff plead a 
iw action? There is no 
that there was an 
between decedent and 
Dlover stating that article 
1¢ Workmen’s Compensa- 
hould not apply. It is 

€ presumed that the Act 
Accordingly plaintiff 
red from recovery in a 
law action. and the 


t was properly stricken 
































WILLS — PUBLIC POLICY — A 
Condition In A Bequest to Cer- 
tain Brothers and Sisters That 
They Shall Not Have Any Soc- 
ial Intercourse or Conversation 
With Other Named Brothers 
and Sisters Is Contrary to Pub- 
lic Policy and Void. 

—Conditions “In Terrorem” Of a 
Bequest Are Void. 

—Any Disposition By Will “Con- 
tra Bonos Mores” is Void As 
Against Public Policy. 

In Chancery of New Jersey. 

Between Girard Trust Company, 
Executor and Trustee under 
the will of Robert Schmitz, de- 
ceased, Complainant and Wal- 
ter A. Schmitz, et als. Defend- 
ants. 

May 16, 1941. 

For complainant: Boyle & Arch- 
er. 

Joseph J. Summerill, Jr., Amicus 
Curiae. 

Berry, V. C. 

This suit concerns the con- 
struction of certain of the provi- 
sions of the will of Robert 
Schmitz. 

The testator had six brothers 
and sisters. He had a strong dis- 
like for two of them, namely, his 
brother Otto and his sister 
Emilie. 

The will provided for the crea- 
tion of a trust and for payment 
of specified shares of the income 
to the other four sisters and 
brothers and that distribution 
was to be made to them if the 
brother Otto and sister Emilie 
died without issue. All provisions 
for the four brothers and sisters 
were made on the condition that 
no one of them should have any 
communication or intercourse 
verbally or in writing, nor live in 
the same house or under the 
same roof with the families of 
the brother Otto or sister Emilie. 
The will further provided that 
if any of the four beneficiaries 
breached the condition, his share 
should cease as if he or she had 


(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 











New Type Bar Examination 
Eliminates Many 


Applicant’s Ability to Analyze A 
Situation Is Tested Under 
New Plan 


Boston (CCNS)—In Massachu- 
setts, where a new type of Bar 
examination is now being used, 
only 94 of the 500 men and we- 
men who took the February test 
will be recommended to the 
court, it was announced this 
week by William Harold Hitch- 
cock, chairman of the Board of 
Bar Examiners. 

The percentage of successful 
applicants was 18.8, believed to 
be the lowest in history with one 
exception about ten years ago. 
Many of those who took the 
examination were doing so for 
the second and third times. 

Of the 94 to be recommened 
to the Superior Court on June 
18, ten are women. A total of 67 
women took the examination. 

How System Works 

The new type of Bar examina- 
tion which was begun in Massa- 
chusetts last year, intended 
to test the ability to analyze a 


is 
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Sir Wilfrid Greene to Be Guest 
Speaker 

The Forty-third Annual Meet- 
ing of the New Jersey State Bar 
Association promises to be one 
of the most attractive and in- 
teresting meetings held in many 
years. The meeting this year will 
be held May 30th and 3l1st at the 
Hotel Traymore in Atlantic City. 

Prominent Guests 

Among the prominent guests 
who will participate are Sir Wil- 
frid Greene, Master of the Rolls 
at Oxford, England, Dean Roscoe 
Pound, Dean Emeritus of Har- 
vard Law School, Governor 
Charles Edison and Professor R. 
Goodhart of Oxford University, 
Editor of the Law Quarterly Eng- 
lish Review. Sir Wilfrid Greene 
and Governor Edison will speak 
at the Annual Banquet which 
closes the meeting on Saturday 
evening, at which time the As- 
sociation Honorary Award for 
Meritorious Service will be pre- 
sented to the Hon. Thomas W. 
Trenchard, former Justice of the 
New Jersey Supreme Court. 


, Dean Pound, will speak at the. 


Association Luncheon sponsored 
by the Junior Section on Friday. 
His topic will be “Organization 
of the Courts”. 

Other Features 

A large number of interesting 
}and instructive section features 
have also been arranged. 

Referee Allen B. Endicott, Jr., 
of Atlantic City, will address the 
Commercial Law Section on the 
proposed changes in the Bank- 
ruptcy Act pursuant to the re- 
port of the Attorney General’s 
Committee. All of the Refereés 
in the District have been invited 
to attend the Section meeting 
and participate in the discussion 
which will follow the talk. 

The Corporation Law Section 
will be addressed by J. B. R. 
Smith, and the Insurance Law 
Section has procured as speakers 
Alfred M. Best of New York, and 
H. Beale Rollins, President of the 
Federation of Insurance Counsel, 
of Baltimore. 

On Friday, at 4:00 P. M., a 
joint Conference has been ar- 
ranged between the Association 
and -the New Jersey Society of 
Certified Public Accountants. 
The speakers at the Conference 


(Continued on page 3, col. 5) 





Special Group Travel and 
Hotel Arrangements for N. J. 
State Bar Ass’n. Convention, 
Hotel Traymore, Atlantic City, 
May 30 and 31. 

P. S. de luxe buses leave 
Pennsylvania Station, New- 
ark, 8:30 A. M. (DS.T.) Fri- 
day. 

Hotel Traymore—room and 


bath—Friday night. Return 
Saturday night, after ban- 
quet. 

All-inclusive rate (except 
meals) $6.00 per person. 
Special entertainment for 
wives. 


Send reservations and check 
to Adrian M. Unger, 11 Com- 
merce St., Newark, N. J.. 
MI 2-6730 before May 27, 1941. 

HERZEL H. E. PLAINE, 
Chairman, Junior Section 











pigests of Recent Opinions snmuai Mesting Highights Survey Of The Economic Status Of 


The Legal Profession In New Jersey 


We submit herewith the report 
of the Survey of the Economic 
Condition of the Lawyers in New 
Jersey. 

History of the Survey 

This survey of the Economic 
Status of the Legal Profession in 
New Jersey was conducted under 
the auspices of the New Jersey 
State Bar Association through its 
Works Progress Administration 
Committee. The Federal W.P.A. 
furnished the personnel. The 
New Jersey State Bar Association 
furnished supplies, equipment, 
quarters, heat, light and other 
financial support as its contri- 
bution. 

The proposal for the survey 
was drawn by Douglas H. Mac- 
Neil, and upon the same being 
approved at Washington, the 
survey began operation early in 
1939. 

In preparing the Question- 
naire, those used in the New 
York County, the Missouri, the 
California, the Wisconsin and 
the Connecticut surveys were re- 
ferred to. After repeated drafts, 
revisions, and reviews a four- 
page Questionnaire was evolved, 
which consisted of a maximum 
of 270 and a minimum of 60 
questions. 

The principle which governed 
its preparation was to aim to 
set up all possible variations of 
questions, so that thet answerer 
would have only to make a 
check-mark in the space oppo- 
site that question which consti- 
tuted an affirmative answer. 

The Questionnaire had an 
added advantage over the pre- 
ceding questionnaires in former 
surveys, in that the definitions 
(which were adopted in order to 
obtain uniform replies) were 
placed immediately opposite the 
question. 


Bar To Lose Administrative 
Practice Fight 


Senate Committee Not Taking 
Question Seriously, Hearings 
Seem to Indicate 


Washington, (CCNS) - It 
becoming plain as a pikestaff 
that unless the legal profession 
takes a more active interest it 





1S 


| stands to lose out in the matter 


of practice before the federal 
administrative agancies. 

During the past week it has 
become obvious that the Hatch 
judiciary sub-committee, holding 
hearings on the administrative 
law problem, is not taking ser- 
iously the question of curbing lay 
practice before the federal boards 
and bureaus. 

Don’t Need Lawyers 

The agencies themselves are 
becoming aware of this, and Les- 
ter P. Shoene, general counsel 
for the railroad retirement board, 
in an appearance before the sub- 
committee did not hesitate to 
suggest that it might be just as 
well if Congress made no effort 
to halt the activities of the lay 
practitioner. 

In fact, Shoene told the sub- 
committee in so many words that 


~ (Continued on page 15, col. 4) 


The questionnaire made in- 
quiry as to seven different in- 
come periods. The periods were 
three years apart, and it was 
the aim to obtain information 
with reference to the period 
from 1922 to 1938, the object be- 
ing to elicit income information 
for equai periods preceding and 
following the financial crash of 
October, 1929. 

The Questionnaire was there- 
upon submitted to about one 
hundred different members of 
the Bar in various parts of the 
State of New Jersey, for review, 
comment, and criticism. In ad- 


dition thereto several confer- 
ences were held at the Essex 
County Bar Association Head- 


quarters in Newark, which were 
well attended by lawyers inter- 
ested in the undertaking of a 
survey. 

There was an interruption in 
the progress of the survey from 
October, 1939, to March, 1940, 
due to a failure of WPA funds. 
The tabulations were finally 
completed on September 10; 1940. 

The drawing of the report, 
which was allocated to an im- 
partial professional statistician, 
was somewhat further delayed 
because of a lack of funds. 
Finally on January 22, 1941, Mr. 
Douglas H. MacNeil of Prince- 
ton, New Jersey, was authorized 
to proceed with the report. 

The Questionnaires were mail- 
ed to 7409 active and practicing 
lawyers of the State of New 
Jersey. Of these 2390, or about 
3342%, answered the Question- 
naires, 321 Questionnaires were 
returned as undelivered. 200 of 
the above were remailed, of 
which 52 were again returned 
as undelivered. 37 Questionnaires 
were discarded as questionable, 
leaving a net number of 2353 
usable Questionnaires from 
which to prepare tabulations. 

The respondents who answered 
the Questionnaires were fairly 
distributed over the entire pro- 
fession. Among those were six 
Vice-Chancellors, two Judges of 
the Court of Errors and Appeals, 
two United States District Court 
Judges, several Supreme Court 
Justices, several Advisory 
Masters, seventeen County Judg- 
es, fifty inferior Court Judges, 
several State Senators, and a 
majority of the prominent mem- 
bers of the Bar. 

The Questionnaires were dis- 
tributed by mail and were ac- 
companied by a covering letter 
describing the procedure in 
which the Questionnaires were 
to be handled, guaranteeing the 
anonymity of the Questionnaires. 
In addition to the covering letter, 
there was included a _ plain 
envelope, in which the Question- 
naire was to be enclosed and 
sealed, which envelope was to 
be enclosed in a Business Reply 
envelope, for which the postage 
was paid by the New Jersey State 
Bar Association upon receipt. 

Counting the various income 
periods as separate tables, 677 
tables were prepared. The tables 
were checked and rechecked, so 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT 
OPINIONS 


(Continued from 





page 1) 


died without issue and that if 
no one accepted the conditions, 
then the whole residuary estate 
was to go to the Hahnemann 
Medical College and Hospital of 
Philadelphia 

The will further provided that 


if a court held the will invalid 
as to the condition, then one- 
third of the estate was to go to 
Walter A. Schmitz and _ two- 
thirds to the Medical College and 
Hospital. 

Walter Schmitz and Bertha 
Schmitz are the only two living 
legatees and neither has accept 
ed the conditions of the will. 
There is proof that both have 
violated the condition 

The condition expressed in 
this will has been classified as 
one “in terrorem”™. Such condi 
tions have been held void both 
under the common law and un 
der the civil law 

At common law, an illegal con 
dition precedent to a legacy out 
of personal estate, voided the 
entire legacy. However, in this 
country and in equity, the be 
quest is held good, the condition 
only being void 

However, the court need ot 
concern itself with the result of 
holding the condition void be 
cause the testator, as he had a 
right to do, has provided for the 
disposition of his estate in the 
event the court should find the 


condition void 

Any diéposition of property by 
will “contra bonos mores” is void 
as against public policy The 
testator has the right to attach 
any conditions provided they are 
not contrary to public policy or 
forbidden by law. 

After a thorough review of the 
cases dealing with public policy 
generally and specific violations 
thereof, the court finds that the 
condition here expressed was 
against public policy as its ob- 















Gift Was Made More Than 
Two Years Before Death of 
Donor Burden is On Taxing 
Authority To Show It Was 
Made in Contemplation of 
Death. 


New Jersey Supreme Court 


Henry Lloyd Folsom, Executor otf 
the Last Will and Testament 
of Henry T. Folsom, deceased, 
Prosecutor-Appellant v. J. H 
Thayer Martin, State Tax 
Commissioner, Defendant-Re- 
spondent 

May 12, 1941 

For prosecutor: Alfred J. Grosso 
Maurice M. Schnitzer 

For respondent: David T. Wil 
entz, Attorney Gene! Wil 
liam A. Moore 

Per Curiam 
The matter is before the court 

on a rule to show cause why 

writ of certiorari should not 1 
ue to review a decree of the Pre 

rogative Court aflirn il 

sessment of a tra fer inherit 

ance tax. It tipulated that the 
merits may be considered by the 
court as a writ had bee ied 
The question for decisio 
whether the testator in transfer 

ring to his son 1,065 shares ol 

stock of H. & D. Folsom Arm 
Company made a gilt in con 
templation of death 
After an independe eX: 
ation of the facts the court co 
cludes that the weight of ev 
dence supports the assessment 
and that the Vice Ordinary 
conclusions were correct 

The court however differs from 
so much of the opinion of the 


Vice Ordinary as places the bur 
den of proof upon the taxpayer 
When the transfer is made more 
than two years prior to the death 
of the donor, the onus of estab 
lishing that the gift was made 
in contemplation of death 
upon the taxing authority 
Affirmed without 
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COSUS 


FORECLOSURE — CHANCERY 

































































the surplus, if any, 
court to abide its further order 
There was nothing erroneous in 
this procedure. 

It also suggested the 
Statute uses the language “bona 
fide mortgage” and that respond- 
alleged or proved 
was made 
The claim 
uitable consideration 
for the assignment 
pondent. The written 
presumed 


is that 


neither 
The 
a valid debt 


ent 
this 


mortgage 
if) 
; that 


shown 


secure 
no 
was 
to 1 as 


Signment is bona 


fide and is not now challenged 
and further, the question is of 
the bona fides of the mortgage 
itself and not of any assignment 


thereof 
Affirmed 


UNESi?@LOYMENT 
TION Where 
Seeks to Tax Separate Corpor 
ations As Single Employing 
Unit Persons Holding Office In 
both Can Only 
Be Counted Once In Determin- 

of 


COMPENSA 
Commission 


Corporations 


ing Number 
the Unit. 


of Employees 


New Jersey Supreme Court 

| Milrose C Inc a corporation 
of New Jersey; Stemberg Dres 
Shop, Ine a corporation of 
New Jersey; and Joseph Stem 
berg trading as Stemberg 
Dre Shop, Prosecutors v. Un 
employment Compensatior 


Commission of New Jersey 
May 13, 1941 
For prosecutors: Kipp, Ashen & 
Kipp, Oscar R. Wilensky of 
counsel 
For defendants: Charles A. Mal 
loy, Herman D. Ringle of coun 
sel 
Porter, J 
The question for decision is 
whether the prosecutors were 


to 


Compensation 


subject the Unemployment 
Act 


Milrose Corporation was a do 


mestic corporation organized 

1923 composed of Joseph Stem 
berg, President, Dora Stemberg 
Treasurer, and Milton J. Stem- 







































ject was to disrupt the family PRACTICE — In a Foreclosure | Secretary Its sole purpose 
Nation whereas public tol ' was to hold title to real proper 
oanserann aegis egg In Which the Order of Prior- ““ , " © wo real p p- 
requires the reservation and . - t had employees othei 
eee ‘ ' as — ities was Disputed, there Was - om é‘ 2 
srotection e lamly . . , So Bn n the off Stemberg ress 
— = aon No Error in Directing a Sale, . 
Accordingly, the alternative “eae ea p. In was incorporated 
; Payment of Senior Encum- 
disposition in the will comes into . 1930. Its officers were the same 
’ brances and Payment of Sur- : : 
effect and a decree that effe : . is the Milrose Corporation and 
plus into Court to Abide Fur- : 
is advised ' Ord it mployed three individual 
. rder 
wets ther = Bot} porations were diss¢ ed 
= ’ January Ist, 1939 and the assets 
, LEGAL Belw ql d by Joseph Stembe 
SAVE with ‘co. | 
SAFETY a ae ee | 
FUNDS : id Ss Y i i S 
‘ and oNINGS 7 Ap! 9 4 nrose $s Ol he ‘ 
PROFIT 6:22:22) : 1. Conn the corporations were one em 
tw WES TOENT ] } 
ss ; - E r J.D loving it ¢ d b he 
CURRENT Park S erests. The 
DIVIDEND % ve ve s were affi j ‘ 
e **$000 S o Wel alll i a i l 
ae 0 Ora This was ; S plated by the d ld 
Sag ENON AgRETT e . 7] > > Ap] : = se be trea ed asas f t 
MOHAWK ee 2 pet the tm corprntions 
ge ior payment to Alm S t have eigh ’ re en 
SAVINGS a tax ployees. If they are treated a 
d id n Fae TI \ sj ¢ t } } f ers ( 
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION , us ees single it, ul ie officer 
nan Kea S- the corporat S$ r b 
NATIONAL NEWARK BLDG : ee ee : 
$ C bk el- d is my ees ft 
14 Commerce St. Newark, N. J. t r pe Sie wes ceutiell 
m- two departments of one em- 
i ploying uni t. They can be count- 
ed as employees, but they ¢ 
ll 
— not | ) im al ¢ 
yA \ : ' 
TA — Hence tl ber of en 
f/ \ ) P uld be 
—f TITLES \ vees in a would. be 
/ six. 
_ INSURED The determination of the con 
| ] miss s reversed with sts 
\ ] 
Prompt, efficient service, free its 
from needless technicality Building and Loan Shares 
FRANKLIN pwwe -% 
MORTGAGE & TITLE GUARANTY CO. B & L SHARE 
509 ORANGE STREET NEWARK. N. J. EXCHANGE 
HUMBOLDT 2-3900 199 MARKET STREET 
= ——— Mitchell 2-4884—5—6 
sentient 

















be paid into 


ecery Has No Jurisdiction to 

Try An Action or Counter- 

claim Sounding In Tort. 
CHANCERY PRACTICE—Seques- 


trator’s Action In Tort Against 
Sequestrator Cannot Be 
Brought Without First Ob- 


taining Leave From the Court 
Appointing Such Officer. 

—Leave to Sue Sequestrator 
For Improper Execution of Pro- 
cess May Be Obtained By Veri- 


fied Petition. 
New Jersey Court of Errors and 
Appeals 


State of Ohio etc., Complainant 
and Samuel Tartalsky, Thira 


Party. Respondent and Ella R 
Clarke, John T. Clarke etc 
Defendants and Clarke Land 


& Loan Company, a Corpora 


tion of the State of Delawar: 
Defendant Appe liant 


April 25, 1941. 


For appellant: John I. O'Neill 

For respondent: Sa iel Tartal 
sky, pro s¢ 

For complainant: Charles Her 
shenstein. 

Bodine, J. 

A bill was filed to set aside a 
transfer of stock as fraudulent 
The defendants were non re 
dents. A sequestrator was ap 
pointed and he impounded cer 


f stock according to 
the The 
defendants answered the bill and 
counterclaimed for damages 
against the sequestrator. The 
erclaim sounded in tort and 
was ordered stricken 
This action was 
tort action is cognizable 


tain shares o 


directions of the court 


count 


proper A 
at law 
not in equity. Further, an action 
in tort against a receiver a 
Sequestrator may not be brought 
without first obtaining leave 
from the court appointing such 
officer. 

The execution of process, 
provided by law, gives rise to no 


or 


as 


cause of action. If, however, the 
same was improperly executed 
an action therefore may be 
brought, but, only after leave of 
court has been obtained The 
appellant could have petitioned 
the court for leave to sue the 


sequestrator alleging therein the 
- in which it 


omm a wr 


was claimed 


one 





i vith costs 


Nominations 


BROPHY 


Secretary 


aa) 


JOSEPH 
t State 


succeed Thomas A 


S Mathis 
ALEXANDER Ef ORMSBY 
Jersey City. t he Commiss 
Uniform Le 
eed himself 
WILLIAM D. WOLFSKEII 
Elizabeth, to be Judge of the 
Court of Errors and A s.t 
succeed himse]l 
JOHN J. RAFFERTY Middle- 
sex, to be Judge of the Court 
of Errors and Appeals. to suc- 


ceed himself 


AGA 


A Transfer 
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INHERITANCE TAX — Where plainant’s mortgage, and that CHANCERY PRACTICE— Chan- REAL PROPERTY - RD 


INST PERPETUITIF< 
of An Interew 


Void Unless It Must Vest y 
Vests At All Within 21 y.. ’ 
From Some Life In Bein, , wa 
the Time of the Transfer _ 
—A Dedication of Proper C 
Contingent On the Breach »y AH 
Condition by a 999 Year 7,,fme! @ 
ant Is Void as Contra to » 3 
Rule Against Perpetuit ies 
In Chancery of New Jer: 
Between Coleman Houss a 
corporation of New 
Complainant and Cit : 
bury Park, a municip: ” 
ath si Ol New Je rse'% . 
ant ; 
May 15, 1941. 
For complainant I bun 
Steelman Zink & ff r * 
James R. Lafferty ay 0 : 
For defendant: Ward K : 
Stein. V.C lis 
The Dlil orou rd 
title to certain propert at W 
bury Park described y 
made by James A. B , ra 
Sarah L. Coleman. er 
In 1876 Bradley u 
, the tock poner m 
ind at the same time . 
part here questio S 
L. Coleman for 999 pul 
a renewal fe a lik wel 
forever at a yearly re ae 
rhe lease provided th: ay 
r should erect a H : nd 
pal eyed which ac “ 
premises demised oy 
that the demised prem - 
be used only for a law: 
in case the lessor sha ORTG AGE 
erect the Hotel or in cass ment Her 
be destroyed or cease t ag Constitute 
as a Hotel, then the HANCERY 
Shall cease and the emisqam "LEADING 
shall then be used for Park quiet Tithe 
Street purposes. ta Mortg 
In May, 1926 the ent niesso | 
was mortgaged. The mount to ; 
was subsequently foreclosed Zz. 
ultimately the property 
veyed to Coleman House. | a Steffel 
June 30, 1931 da 
In 1933 the substitute d ts 
istratrix of the Estate J 
A. Bradley conveyed th: 
in the demised premis 4) 
had remained Bra ‘an 
this interest ultimately, t nd 
id 
Cc ed ige 
ai 
jae Specialists ina. — I 
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Straus &@ Prudence Eocnds | LEGAL 
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NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
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Vest b the cond mortgage had been 
: 2 begun. Defendant loaned com- 
» 21 Ve ; d fron pag 2 i ¢1 N00 ’ ea ry. 
1 Dalend plaina: $1 )00 and they ex 
aste. | - ecuted a deed to him reciting 
Propen ame | ashen hood that it was subject to an “option 
sreach of AH was erected at the time agreement to be recorded with 
she and remained u he deed. The option agreement 
Year Te. ; sae Sie ae ee 
tra te t 4 ri a nere i ecorded and provides for 
satis not f a nce econveyance upon repayment of 
a the advances. The option was to 
fendant yntends that be exercised by July 14, 1933, and 
ion in the lease con- if not so exercised, respondent 
* dedication of in prae- should pay complainants $542.95 
be accepted and used in full settlement 
ire There was a default in pay- 
iracter and scope of a ment The two. instruments 
depends on the in- clearly amounted to a mortgage 
‘ enti the dedication and and on the default, respondent 
; nore i thing here to prevent had the right to foreclose. Re- 
bei such a dedication as spondent filed a bill which “had 
ne i. However, it is the for its purpose the declaration 
iis state that no inter- that the deed was absolute and 
id unless it must vest, that complainants had no fur- 
at within 21 years after ther interest in the premises.” 
1e | in being at the time The bill was a bill to quiet title 
3 the creation of the interest. There was a decree pro confesso 
, Here ‘he dedication might be and a final decree in favor of 
thus preventing the respondent. Thereafter respond- 
m revoking it orchang- ent instituted ejectment pro- 
ise, but the time for ceedings at law and thus obtain- 
the interest, the time ed possession. These facts are 
7 pting the dedication, all on record and were set up in 
%5 ver come or might come |defendant’s answer, and took 
< me within 999 years or place more than 6 years ago. 
val of the lease Complainants’ bill herein pray- 
T ndition in the lease, ed for an accounting and sought 
a comes within the rule redemption of the property as 
so ‘rpetuities and is void. mortgagor against mortgagee in 
for complainant possession. The Vice Chancellor 
properly ruled that the decree 
; ORTG AGES— Deed and Agree- and the judgment in the eject- 
on <} ment Here Involved Held to ment action were conclusive in 
: “Ba Constitute a Mortgage. this suit and dismissed the bill 
1e . M/EAINCERY PRACTICE AND An attack on a former decree 
ss PLEADING—Filing of a Bill to Must be by petition in the same 
7 * juiet Title by One in Position Suit. 
ja Mortgagee and Decree Pro Further, the action of respond- 
nt . niesso Thereon, Is Tanta- ents embodied all the essential 
nount to a Strict Foreclosure. of a strict-foreclosure. The gist 
closed Court of Errors and of the strict foreclosure was, and 
y a decree that the mortgagor 
“A a fel and Jol Steffe pay by a time certain or lose 
band, Complainants- his equity of redemption. The 
‘ F ts v. Andrew Grissler, equity of redemption is then for- 
, Defenda Respo feited and possession recovered 
hi by action at law if necessary 
2 141 Accordingly, the decree in re- 
a i Russell Fleming spondent’s suit must be held to 
ndent Edmund A. have been properly entered and 
1d Morris Spr yperated as a foreclosure of the 
equity of redemption. 
i as 1932 the Affirmed 
— rtain rea Mid- r 
; subjer first Nominations 
BR es 
DANY THOMAS P. NOLAN, of Union 
BINVESTMENTS City, to be Judge the Dis- 
ificates trict Court for the First Judi- 













e Bonds LSGAL FOR District of Hudson Coun- 
— me Y vy, to succeed Isador Haber. 

ae GEORGE VARGA, of Trenton, to 

ANI e e 3 . 

- ma a y) thes be a Member of the Mercer 
Dividend Aanum County Board of Taxation, to 

‘ succeed James J. Murphy 

: SU PR E M E J. WILLIAM HUEGEL, of New- 

STING ark, to the State Board of Tax 

Remmemme SAVINGS 2 LOAN ASSN. fs Appeals, to succeed himself 

v York of IRVINGTON & JOHN J TOOHEY JR. of Jer: ey 

pan | 1351 SPRINGFIELD AVE. & SAASSmmnAbaia a anes corte 

———_~, i at 40th Street & shay @2vsV0ll UUiliills sUli 


aiiilie 
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AGENCY — Scope of Authority, 
of Agent If Disputed, Is Ques- 
tion for Jury Unless the De- 
parture from Master's Business 

of a Marked and Decided 
Character. 

New Jcrsey Court 
Appeals. 

Harold Smith, 


is 


of Errors and 
Piaintiff-Respon- 

(‘Vincent Bosco) and 
Isenthal, Isaac H. Sil- 

verman, James H. Carthwaite, 

Arthur J. Purinton, Meyer H 

Silverman and Alvin W. From, 

Statutory Trustees of the 

Pleasantville & Atlantic Turn- 

pike or Plank Road Co., Defen- 

dants-Appellants. 
April 25, 1941 
For plaintiff-respondent: Wil- 

liam M. Snyder, Herman J. 

Finn of Counsel 
For defendant-appellant: George 

A. Bourgeois. 

Porter, J. 

This is an appeal from a judg- 
ment rendered in favor of the 
plaintiff after a jury verdict. 

The allegation and proofs were 
that on August 5, 1938, plaintiff 
parked his truck on the approach 
to the turnpike toll bridge while 
he stopped in his house, that 
Bosco, the toll collector, ordered 
him to remove the truck and 
then set his dogs on the plaintiff. 
The plaintiff threw a brick at the 
dogs and Bosco, at that instant 
stabbed the plaintiff in the back 


dent v 
Leo R. 


with a knife. The assault and 
battery is not in dispute. 
It was further testified that 


the defendant corporation had a 
toll house at the approach, that 
Bosco was its employee having 
been hired to collect light 
lanterns and make minor re- 
pairs and that he, for the 8 years 
of his employment, performed 
other duties in and about the 
premises. He put up a “no park- 
ing” sign and policed the area 
preventing automobiles from 
parking and drunken 
people. The parking of automo- 
biles interfered with traffic 
and view and thus interfered 
with defendant’s business. 

The contention of Turn- 
pike Co. is that Bosco was not 
hired to police the premises and 
that it had no knowledge he was 
doing so. They argue, therefore, 
that Bosco was not acting with- 
in the scope of his authority and 
consequently that they are not 


+ 
tolls, 


ejecting 


the 


the 
Lne 


liable for the assault and bat- 
tery. 

From the facts outlined, the 
trial court properly denied the 
motion for a directed verdict. 

The question for decision was 
whether the Turnpike Co. had 


expressly or impliedly given au- 
y to Bosco to prevent park- 

Where the scope of author- 
ity is a disputed question of fact 
it is a question for the jury un- 
less the departure from the mas- 
ter’s business is of a marked and 
decided character. This case is 





thorit 


ne 


not within the exception. The 
jury could well have found, as 





| they did, that the Turnpike Co 


had impliedly authorized Bosco 
to prevent parking at the place 
in question. 

Affirmed with costs 


Confirmation — 


DAVID BERMAN, of Bayonne, to 


be Judge of the District Court 
of Bayonne, to succeed Aaron 
A. Melniker. 








ALL TYPES OF MORTGAGES 
F.H.A.— BANK—STRAIGHT 
AND DIRECT REDUCTION LOANS 
ON ATTRACTIVE TERMS 
Prompt Service — Low Cost 
Phone Us for Consultation and Inapection 
without Obligation. Full Cooperation 
with Attorneys 
FERD. T. BURGER 
MORTGAGE CORRESPONDENTS 
1001 Springfield av., Irvington. ES 2-4811 











BILL SEEKS TO PUT REFEREES ON 
SALARY BASIS 


sew System Would Go Into Effect 
Qniy After Survey by 
Administrative Office 

Washington, (CCNS) — A sys- 
tem of salaried referees in bank- 
ruptcy will begestablished if Con- 
gress enacts the McLaughlin bill 
now pending before the House 
judiciary committee and which 
is said to represent an agreement 
between the bankruptcy confer- 
ence, the federal court adminis- 
trative office and the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Under the proposed legislation 
full-time referees would receive 
from $3,000 to $10,000 a year, 
part-time referees not more than 
$2,000. 

Referees would be appointed 
by the federal judge of the dis- 
trict. To qualify an individual 
must be unrelated to any federal 
judge in the circuit, be a resident 
of the district and be a member 
of the Bar in good standing. 

Appointed for a six-year term, 
a referee could be removed by 
the judge for incompetency, mis- 
conduct, inefficiency or neglect of 
duty, but only after a hearing 
and with a right to appeal to the 
council of circuit judges. 

Ninety days before the expira- 
tion of a referee’s term, the di- 
rector of the administrative of- 
fice would make a report, advis- 
ing for or against reappointment 
If reappointment is recommend- 
ed, the referee would 
in office even against 
of the judge, unless 
Supported by t 
judges. 


Before 


continu 
the 

the 

Was 


the new system would 
go into effect the administrative 
office would conduct a two-year 


and 


councils 


investigation re} 


respective of circuit 


judges. These reports would cover 





the number of bankruptcy dis- 
tricts desirable in each circuit 
the referees to be : 
whether full-time o1 
the amounts of their sala and 
the schedules of fees to be 
charged in asset and arrange- 
ment cases 

An initial a) 


expense 
ed with 
at the time of 


tion in a case 


aet 
JULL 






l- 








Additional fees for the referee 
funds are to be levied in accord- 
ance with the scale fixed by the 
administrative office. This scale 
can not be changed more than 
10 per cent in any one year. 
Charges for special services in 
proceedings before the referees 
would be made in accordance 
with regulations promulgated by 
the director. 

The McLaughlin bill also con- 
tains provision for the voluntary 
retirement of referees at half- 
salary at 70 years of age after 
10 or more years of service. The 
district judges are given author- 
ity to retire a referee at a young- 
er age when he asks to be reliev- 
ed of his duties on account of 
mental or physical disability. 


Annual Meeting Highlights 


(Continued from 








page 1) 


will be James J. Hastings, C.P.A. 
of Newark who will speak on 
“The Accountant and His Re- 
lationship with the Legal Pro- 
fession”’, Henry B. Fernald, C.P.A. 
of New York whose topic is “Co- 
operation of Accountants with 
Attorneys”, and Nathan Bilder of 
Newark, who will talk on “The 
I and the Accountant” 


Lawyer 





Cc 


Business Session 














Whole Mortgages—Certified Appraisals 


JOYCE, KUEHNER « CO. 
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naragement and planning, this institution has 
had long experience. 
Fidelity U 
o-operation in serving best the in- 
mutual clients should be the common 
purpose of both members of the bar and trust 
and pledges itself to this policy. 
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MR NEWS AND NOTICES OF THE 
ATE BAR ASSOCIATION 
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~ WHEN THE BAR LEADS, THE PUBLIC RESPONDS 


For years it was widely be 
eschew any action that 


might 


Associations 


whether 


‘lieved that Bar 


be termed “political 


important public interest was to be served or not 


largely to cou 


civic 


It was left 
crusades against corrupt 
association. 

By carefully avoiding 
would have proved invaluable 
ing criticism. But it 


issues 


lawyers t 


individual 
in behalf 


irageous 


ion and of long 


in which the Bar’s 
the associations succeeded in avoid- 


was definitely a negative accomplishment 
That which deserved no criticism was found also to merit no praise. 


Nor was it to be consulted in drives by other organizations to im- 


prove the forms of government or the administration of law 


lawyers’ organization, potentially the community’s most powerful 


voice in such matters, became ¢ 
In recent years, 


secure world of the twenties a 
lawyer business, there has been evidence of a new willingness to 
meet problems which lawyers collectively are better able to so:ve 


than any other element in th 


dence of a desire for public serv 


stiff spines. 


and notably since the bottom fell out of 


1 whisper which no one heard 
that 
nd with it a substantial amount of 


e community. There has been evi- 
ice and, here and there, leaders with 


Of such is Marcellus DeVaughn, new president of the Cleve- 


land Bar Association, whose fi 


rst official act was to demand that 


the association bring ouster proceedings against an allegedly cor- 


rupt public official. 
Mr. DeVaughn’s startling 
raised the Cleveland Bar Associ 


The press was unstinting in ifs commendation of the action 


people recognized in the associ 
but would lead in an enterpri 
of lawyers. 


and courageous demand instantly 
ation to a new high in public esteem 
The 
ation an agency that not only could 
se peculiarly within the cognizance 


Elsewhere today there are Bar Associations and leaders equally 


willing to undertake important 
act, as in Cleveland, the publ 


public service. Where they exist and 


ic shows its appreciation as surely 


and prompily as parched grass becomes a living green after a re- 


freshing rain. 
(Reprinted through 


the courtesy of C.C.N.S.) 


The foregoing editorial points the way to be pursued by the 


organized Bar of New Jersey Ww 
revision. This matter is of pa 
government. It requires the 
minds in the state. It also req 
educating the general public ¢ 
need revision and what those c 
Jersey is especially equipped to 
vices to the people of the stat 
in this movement. 

It is most important that 
convention be properly guided. 


ith reference to state constitutional 
ramount importance to better 
attention and thought of the 
uires the means for publicizing and 
is to the articles and that 
hanges should be. The Bar of New 
render valuable and necessary ser- 

It could well assume leadership 


state 


lhact 
vest 


sections 


e 


the movement for a constitutional 
At a recent meeting, enthusiastic 


proponents of such a convention proposed that Governor Edison 
issue a call for the election of delegates if the Legislature continued 


to ignore the growing demand 


no steps to facilitate orderly popular expression. 
based on the premise that the sovereign people may change 
organic law whenever it chooses. 


for constitutional revision and took 
Such procedure is 
the 
This premise, however, does not 


take cognizance of the importance of proper supervision of the 
election of the delegates, of the opportunities for fraud and defeat 


of the movement if the usual e 
for are not provided. Senator 
meeting that “by lighting a few 
a properly conducted election 
tion could be realized. 

There are also indications 
sociation will shortiy have 
ernor Edison in this matter of 


» & 


lection machinery and funds there- 
Zink, of Essex, pointed out at this 
under a few more 


legislators 
legisiators 


fires” 
f delegates and a qualified conven- 


that the New Jersey State Bar As- 


-ommittee appointed to assist Gov- 


With a 


Constitutional Convention. 


sympathetic Governor and leading members of both political par- 
ties behind the move for constitutional reform, the Bar, particu- 


Jarly the organized Bar of New 
upon one of its greatest opportu 


Jersey, may thus be able to realize 
nities in years. 


should 
an 


») lead 
overdue 


reforms, the need of which none could better appreciate than a Bar 


leadership 


The 


—§$<—_= 
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PLAY DAY 
June 12, 1941 
9:00 A. M. 
t of York Street. 
Jersey City, N. Y. 
Belle Island 
Rye Beach, N. Y 
Uniform of the Day...Sport Togs 
Admission Ticket Your 1941 
Membership Card 


Dat 
Time 
b=) Fox 
Steamer 
Destination 


Note (The members are not per- 


mitted to invite guests.) 


After the good ship “Belle Is- 
land” raises anchor and sets sail 
) time Colgate’s clock 
abeam’ the boat, there will be a 
program of varied activities for 
the hardiest man and plenty of 

f those who desire t 


comiort tor 
+ y + 
study nat 


1S 


O 
relax and ure’s planet- 


Soft Ball 


The Sports Committee will fea- 


ture soft ball contests between 
ams representing Jersey City 


West Hudson, North Hudson and 
Hoboken. The winners the 
first two games will play for the 
custody of the handsome trophy 
which will be awarded. 

Any member desiring to play 
soft ball must sign up in advance 
with the Captain of the team 
representing his section. Lou 
Brenner and Jim McGovern for 
Jersey City: Harold Heller for 
West Hudson; Harry Irwin for 
North Hudson; Bob Emery for 
Hoboken. 


o! 


Golf 


All those desiring to play golf 


will please communicate with 
Abe Lieberman at once. A tour- 
nament is being arranged anc 


prizes will be awarded. The com- 


mittee must know before the 
outing how many are going to 
participate so that arrange- 


be made for accom- 
modations at the Rye County 
Club and for’ transportation 
from the beach to the Rye Club 
Other Sports and Diversions 
Swimming for the polar bears 


ments can 


Fat Man’s Race for the 200 
pounders. Tennis Matches, Quiz 
2roerams, Bridge Games. 


For other information and de- 


ils communicate with any of 
the following members of the 
Sports Committee: Louis R 


Chairman: Judge Lie- 
Judge Carney: Judge 
Frank Schlosser: 
and Dominick 


Brenner 
berman; 
McGovern: 
Louis Messano 
Pinaldi 

Dinner will be served at the 
.oarding the boat 
for home. Judge Paladeau, fam- 
ed and epicure in his 
inimitable fashion has chosen a 
1 will be attractive to 
the most critical palate. 

Members of the Association 
will be excused from the trial of 


Casi before 


no 


gourmet 


menu that 


cases in all Courts of Hudson 
County. set down for June 12th 
“Play Day” 
The following members were 
ppointed to consider all iocal 
matters pertaining to the na- 
tional defense program: 


Samuel Spingarn 
Atwood C. Wolf 
Alex DeSevo 
James Coolahan 
Louis Adler 
Hon. Leo S. C 
Hon. Aaron Melniker 
It is urged that every member 
of the Bar who is called into any 
defense service or who is in any- 
affected by reason thereof 
+} 


communicate with the Commit- 


ry 


arney 


wise 


tee for the purpose of aiding him 
in making arrangements for his 
needs 


BAR ASSOCIATION NOTES 

















c 
Gloucester County Bar Assn. Union County Ba 
Enactment of legislation ¢ The members of the py a! 
sutlaw strikes in defense indus- County Bar Association criticMM@ynty ant 
tries was recommended by the the procedure for app nengmmons. EXD 
association at its meeting on May tO the judiciary in New Jersey Jie Survey 
13th, at the Salem Country Club. “He meeting held May 18. Se “ 2 
The association secretary was attorneys charged that 4 
eh é ai A sociation recommendati h ; 
considered seriously. The di s Countle 
Jersey persone ted in Basie sion however. brought : 949%. T 
gress and to the state legislature ; were 
mcmbers from Sienesanae os — } sac e ) 
; ca The association, by forma otelgg: 
9 U ~~ eT ee ey solution, urged the Gove: nor ; j, 19s sl 
ns pee nt pabomewg eat the senate to reappoin Jug, ae Si 
— a ee ° Wuliam D. Wolskeil fo cae 
Judge Elmer B. Woods spoke iy years as Judge of the Ce 
briefly at the meeting. . 2 : 


Frank L. Johnson was elected 
sident for the ensuing year 
together with Donald A 
Schwackhamer, vice-president: 
Wa! S. Hunter, and 
John B. Wick, treasurer. 


re 


ter secretary, 


Perth Amboy Bar 
James F. Patten 
the Perth Amboy Bar Association 
that the 
of season of 
association Thursday, 
22, at the Packer House, will 
of Adrian Lyon, 
appointed Judge of the Court of 
Common Pleas; William F 
Smith, appointed U. S. District 
Court Judge: James Haney, ap- 
pointed District Court Judge: 
Elmer Brown, appointed Free- 
holder, and Henry M. Spitzer 
appointed as Assistant Prosecu- 
tor. 


president of 


announced final 


h: 
nas 


this the 


meeting 
on May 
be 
in honor re 


The committee on arrange 
ments includes: Ben Kass, South 
Amboy, Chairman, Samuel S 


Cohen, Samuel Sladkus, Jacob H. 
Bernstein, Huyler E. Romond, 
Abraham H. Rosenblum, John E 
Mullane, Emil Stremlau, Judge 
Matthew F. Melko and Ralph L 
Fusco 


Morris County 


Frank S. Kelley elected 
Morris County 


Was 
president of the 
Bar at an: 
meeting held May 13th. Eugene 
F. Hillery was elected first vice- 
president, Henry W. Pilch second 
vice-president, Frederick B. Cob- 
bett. secretary, Dudley M. Day 
treasurer and C. Stanley Smith 
Hon. Albert H. Holland, Owen F 
O'Donnell, Elden Mills, William 
H. H. Ely, J. D. Collins and Frank 
H. McCue, trustees 

Justice Bodine was a guest of 


Association the 


+1) 
iudi 





the association and addressed 
the members at the request of 


the president. Judge Holland also 
spoke at the meeting. 


of Errors and Appeals 
Other at the 
included an authorizati 
President of the Associ 
appoint committee 
with the chancellor and 
judges for the purpose 
taining whether referen 
t be given youn 
bers of the bar, and 
Unauthorized P: 
Law Committee of the 
of filing 
by persons 


action 


a 


+ x _ 


no to ung 
a! 
to the 
oi notices 
other than 

The annual summer 
will be held in conjunct 
the Plainfield Bar As ati 
on June 1i, at the Shackama 
Club in Westfield. 


ol 


Lawyers Club of Bergen Coun: 


The regular monthly 





of the Lawyers Club of Berg: 
County will be held at the Cc b 
House in Hackensack, on Frida Whether 
May 23rd, 1941, at 8 o'clock P.} law, 
The program committee ed; 
planned a discussion on “N: her 
Probate Rules”, which sh i al tk 
prove interesting and enlights dand t 
ing to all. ns 
> sc 
Cumberland County Bar T rm 
we 
J. Peter Davidow was elec: Dp 
president of the association : xtent th 
tne meeting held May 13t! are 
White Sparrow Inn, Lant™ taken ea: 
Township. He succeeds Doug T 
V. Aitken, now a captain in? vocatio 
army and stationed at Fort D T ert 
Others elected were I d 
Bowen, vice president: Lé oc 
Bardfield, secretary - t ] e, 
Howard English, Harry W itl 
man, David Horwitz and fa): 
ick L. Meyers, directo: dy pr 
Honor guests at the et d an 
included Justice Colie Sé g ate 
tor French C. Loveland. Ass T tern 
blyman John E. Boswell t a 
Aitken and Major D: } th 
York attorney and re d yn 
Judge Advocate at F D9 Ba ind 
Major Daly was the r li 
speaker and most of g rds 


spoke briefly. In rt 





PROFESSOR LLEWELLYN TO ADDRESS N. it 


CIVIL LIBER 


Karl 


Betts professor of 


N 
jurisprudence 


Professor Llewellyn. 
at Columbia University. will come 
to Newark, Tuesday, May 27, to 
address the Sixth Annual Dinner 
of the New Jersey Civil Liberties 
Union, which will be held at the 
Young Women’s Christian As- 





sociation, 53 Washington Street. 
Newark, at 7 P. M., it was an- 


1ounced today by Alice Evans 
Quinn, Chairman of the Dinner 
Committee. 
Author of The Bramble Bush 
his Thumb, and many 
legal works, Professor Llewellyn 
is a member of the New York 
Con si Laws 





Tinifarm 
We 444eVi die 

















atic 
J ‘tua 
; 3 of t 
TIES UNION atic 
and an outstanding aut! _uscharge. 
law. she ent 
State Senator Crawforc J “a th 
son will also address the 2 ; rst 
ing. Roger N. Baldwin ‘der to ay 
of the American Civil Libe! ‘ 1 tl 
Union and foremost defendé! - 1 Sk 
the Bill of Rights. will spea od st 
“What Prospects for Civil Li 3 4 nay 
ty”. Harold A. Lett, Execusqge"" upon 
Secretary of the Urban Leaé™ oer not 
will speak on “Negroes in & 
fense Industry.” i€ outse 
Tickets for the dinner m do resu 
secured from Mrs. Charles itn be ¢ 
342 Park Street. Montclail Cision 
Jersey, or at the New Jersey ¢ Ss shoul 
Liberties office, 30 Clintc uota % 
Would re 





Newark, New Jersey. 














64 N. 


J. L. J. Index Page 241 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, MAY 22, 1941 


Page Five 




















> 4 Page } 
— 

Con 
Ba rac 








ppoin 
re : 5 
18. Se res 
atl 
nd 
The d 
¢ rv bet 
f a on 
a= ; 1$ 
. wt 
- = ee | 
i ( nor = P 
¢ c numb 
* ; ssociat 
h ge, P. 
d Pe 
>) ns 
ubs a 
nc pms al 
4 ate B 
The 
en 7 
assen 
53 the | 
al + wil 
P) t will 
: rsey S 
ne . 
f w P 
yd ° 
eC 
al " 
ns J 
ne! i 
net Ste 
Be mm 
As sit 
ace a ee 
Wh 
gen Cour 1 
ily meet we 
of Berg: a 
t thec a 
, on Frida 
clock P 
mi 
1 ¢ XN W 
ich sh 
enligh 2 
ity Bar ‘ 
wa 
0Cci 
ay 
ds 7 
it L T 
I d 
ent L 
. W 
il 
ne 
€ 
nd 
Dz 
F D B 
defend Ta 
Civil L eg 
E 











pig 4 al 

‘ Ne - dec 

Jersey CO. Os 
ee keq 





5 









‘aunty and City 


Bar 


ther 


ld be 
ther 








Legal Survey 


tinued from page 1) 


accuracy of the tables 
y absolute. 
retary of the Commit- 
ally addressed some 27 
Bar Associa- 
laining the purpose of 
and the Question- 
d exhorting the mem- 
spond fully by sending 
ed Questionnaires. 
ponses from the vari- 
ties ranged from 46.2% 
The 27 Bar Associa- 
> visited by the Secre- 
een February, 1939, and 


39. This included Coun- 


e there were two or 
Associations, and 
- of City or local Bar 


ns, such as the Or- 


assaic, Irvington, Garfield 
er-h Amboy Bar Associa- 


addition to Lawyers’ 
d Junior Bar Associa- 
Junior Sections of the 


ar Association. 


ject of the survey was 


mble data from members 


gal profession. The re- 
be utilized by the New 
tate Bar Association to 
narily what factors af- 


gal education and admis- 


he Bar and for the pur- 


f making conclusions and 
endations. 


proposed by the sur- 
condition existed in 
’ among lawyers; 
the standards 
and admission 
are adequate 
increased; 

the possible field 
lawyers adequately 


of 
to 
or 


ing 
iii 


Bar 


1S 


ether and to what extent, 


the bar is overcrowd- 
d to shed light on the 


ms of admission and 
school standards; 
-ertain the problem of 
wwding, the interests 
public and to what 
the legal needs of the 
are being adequately 
care of; 
alyze the profession as 
ertain the incomes of 
with reference to 
locations, length of 
and type of prac- 


with a view to being 


more intelligently to 

prospective law stu- 

and those about to 

At 

I co-rela- 
was be- 
of legal 





tion and success at the 


and thus to throw 
r light on law school 
rds; 


to gather concrete 
bearing upon 
tual state and con- 
of the legal profession 
lation to the public 
ms which it has to 
rge. 
ent information dis- 
the survey can be 
irst year law students 
to apprise them of the 
1 the profession. The 
n should also be given 
students, order 
may have more infor- 
pon which to decide 
r not to enter the legal 


lation 


j 
in 


utset it was intended 
result of the survey 
be of value in coming 


ision whether new ad- 


hould be governed by 


uota and that the sur- 
* Would reveal 


information 


which would be valuable in 
placement advice to young law- 
yers. It was also anticipated that 
the result of the survey would be 
helpful to educators and law 
school professors in showing 
whether there was a relation be- 
tween the nature of legal edu- 
cation and financial success at 
the Bar. 

The result of the survey to- 
gether with conclusions reached 
in the New York County, Cali- 
fornia, Wisconsin and other sur- 
veys, should give further basis 
for laying down rules or policies 
toward the improvement and 
amelioration of existing con- 
ditions among the legal pro- 
fession. 


This report represents the ef- 
forts of the New Jersey State 
Bar Association Committee of 
the W.P.A. consisting of Milton 
M. Unger as Chairman, Cyrus 
W. Lunn, Joseph Harrison, Na- 
than Whitfield and John V. 


Laddey, and later Jerome C. 
Eisenberg and Gerald M. F. 
McLaughlin, members of the 
Committee. 


In connection with the prepar- 
ation of the survey plan, advant- 
age was taken of the experiences 
of others who had conducted 
similar surveys and we, there- 
fore, gratefully acknowledge the 
assistance of Dean Lloyd K. 
Garrison of the Wisconsin Uni- 
versity Law School, Assistant 
Attorney General Isador Lazarus 
of New York City, Professor Karl 
N. Llewellyn of Columbia Uni- 
versity, and Dean Charles E. 
Clark of Yale University Law 
School. Acknowledgement is also 
made to Hon. William J. Ellis, 
Commissioner of the State of 
New Jersey Department of Insti- 


tutions and Agencies for his 
generosity in making available 
to the Association the services 


of Mr. Douglas H. MacNeil, who 
is Assistant Director of the Di- 
vision of Classification and Edu- 





cation in that Department, and 
to Mr. MacNeil for his work in 
the analysis of the survey ma- 
terials and the preparation 


»f this report 

The painstaking 
»f the voluminous material from 
which the Survey conclusions 
was all done by 
This Survey 
conducted 
had 


ior 


preparation 


drawn 
W.P.A. employees. 
could not have been 
Federal Government 
appropriated the funds 


were 


if the 
not 
wages. 

The continued and _ whole- 
hearted co-operation of the New 
Jersey W.P.A. authorities in this 
work must be acknowledged with 
yur thanks. During the 
preparation of the work, William 
H. J. Ely and later Robert W. 


sincere 


Allan were the W.P.A. State 
Administrators. State Director 
Elizabeth C. Denny Vann and 


Assistant State Director J. 
Palmer Collins were in charge 
of the Division, which included 


the Survey Project (as well as 
our Lawyers’ Project of which 
Joseph P. Betz was the State 


Supervisor). 

The work was under the sole 
supervision of John V. Laddey, 
Secretary of the Committee, who, 
as State Supervisor of the Sur- 


vey Project for the W.P.A., 
planned and supervised the 
work. 

The Chairman and other 


members of the Committee wish 
to express a_ special debt of 
sratitude to Mr. Laddey for his 
foresight having perceived 
the need for a study of this 
character and his supervision of 
the preparation and assembling 
of the material. 

Messrs. Harrison and Eisen- 
berg also deserve commendation 


in 





for their collaboration with Mr. 
Laddey and Mr. MacNeil in re- 
viewing critically and revising 
the preliminary drafts of the 
report, chapter for chapter. 

The project was officially 
sponsored by David T. Wilentz, 
Attorney General of New Jer- 
sey, and by Milton M. Unger 
Special Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral. 

The work has been supported 
in a large measure by the New 
Jersey State Bar Association and 


by contributions from the Law- | 


yers Society of Essex and from 
numerous members of the Bar, to 


all of whom the Committee is 
grateful. 

It is hoped that the dissemi- 
nation of these facts will stimu- 
late interest in the problems pre- 
sented” amd prove of real value 
to the Bar. 

Respectfully submitted, 
April 12, 1941 
NEW JERSEY STATE 
BAR ASSOCIATION 
Milton M. Unger, 
Chairman 
John V. Laddey, 
Secretary 
Jerome C. Eisenberg 
Joseph Harrison 
Gerald M. F. McLaughlin 





_ GENERAL FACTS ABOUT SURVEY FINDING _ 


Chapter I 
The Composition of the 
New Jersey Bar 

The New Jersey Bar consists 
of approximately 7,500 lawyers. 
At the time this survey was 
made, in 1939, the number was 
somewhat less, being just under 
7,000. 


One person in every 600 in 
New Jersey is a lawyer. Among 
those who claim a gainful occu- 
pation, the rativu is one lawyer 
to every 250 “gainful workers.” 

In comparison with other pro- 
fessions, the bar claims neither 
the most nor the fewest mem- 
bers. There are, however, three 
lawyers to every two physicians. 
Indeed, the number of lawyers 
is almost equal to the number of 
physicians plus the total num- 
ber of dentists. There are three 
lawyers to every two clergymen. 
The United States Census figures 
do not segregate professionally 
trained social welfare workers 
from non-professional workers 
in similar fields, but from other 
sources it may be estimated that 
there are approximately ten 
lawyers to every professional so- 
cial worker. On the other hand, 
there are four times as many 
teachers as there are lawyers 
and twice as many professional 
engineers. Thus lawyers are the 
most numerous of the represent- 
atives of the three traditional 

vil professions, law, medicine, 
and the church, but the newer 
professions of teaching and en- 
gineering have even more mem- 
bers. 

One in every three members of 
the New Jersey Bar, 2,353 to be 


exact, answered the question- 
naire on which this survey is 
based. 

This is a highly satisfactory 


response rate, well above that 
which might be expected in a 
survey relying upon the volun- 
tary submission of a detailed 
questionnaire. Although there is 
always the possibility that the 
questionnaires voluntarily sub- 
mitted will represent selected 
groups within the total from 
whom information has been so- 
licited, this particular question- 
naire contained a number of 
leading questions from which 
the extent of such bias can be 
measured. As will be shown lat- 
er, the group answering the 
questionnaire is in most partic- 
ulars extremely well representa- 
tive of the New Jersey Bar as a 
whole. 
The “Typical” New Jersey 
Lawyer. 

Based on the information pro- 
vided in the survey questionnaire 
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jand on 


information available 
from other sources, it is possible 
to describe a composite or “typ- 


‘ical” lawyer, having the charac- 


teristics of the “averages” de- 
rived from the survey tabula- 
tions. 

Such an “average’ or “typical” 
lawyer would be a white man, 
between his thirty-fifth and his 
fortieth birthday. He would be 


/somewhat younger than the sim- 


ilarly computed “average” phy- 
sician or clergyman, somewhat 
older than the “average” teach- 
er. He would have been born in 
the United States, although 
there is more than an even 
chance that one or both of his 
parents were not. He is married 
and his family consists of a wife 
and one or two school age chil- 
dren. He attended a public high 
school, had some work in a lib- 
eral arts college but probably 
was not graduated, and he at- 
tended a three year law school, 
probably as a part-time day or 
as an evening student. He work- 
ed to support himself while at- 
tending law school. He filled 
his law clerkship in any one of a 
number of ways, and does not 
think that he learned very much 
from it, although contacts he 
made then have since been 
helpful. He believes the bar is 
overcrowded and things that ad- 
mission to the bar should be re- 
stricted in some way but he 
not very clear as to just how 


is 


TABLE 


Geographic Distribution of 


this should be managed. He is 
willing to help young lawyers 
find a foothold in the bar. Dur- 
ing the 1930’s his gross income 
averaged slightly over $3,000 per 
year, and his net income was 
slightly less. Most of his money 
came from the private practice 
of law, although he was glad to 
supplement this by filling gov- 
ernmental positions and by ven- 
tures in real estate, insurance, 
and other business enterprises. 

It would be easy to exaggerate 
the extent to which this descrip- 
tion is typical. The 7,500 mem- 
bers of the New Jersey Bar differ 
among themselves in almost 
every way that any group of hu- 
man beings can differ. There, 
of course, are young, middle- 
aged, and old lawyers. Some are 
married, others single. The Bar 
includes men and women, Ne- 
groes and whites, in its member- 
Ship. It should be unnecessary 
_to remind readers that an aver- 
age is merely a measure of “cen- 
tral tendency” and not a mea- 
sure of characteristics shared by 
all or a majority of the persons 
or things “averaged.” 

,The Geographic Distribution of 
|New Jersey Lawyers. 

There is at least one lawyer in 
every New Jersey municipality of 
5,000 or more population, and 
many lawyers practice in even 
smaller communities. None the 
less, the distribution of lawyers 
throughout the state by no 
means parallels the distribution 
of population generally. 

In table one, which appears 
below, the geographic distribu- 
tion of New Jersey lawyers, and 
of those New Jersey lawyers who 
answered the survey question- 
naire is illustrated. 

Refer to Table One. 

It will be seen that 44 per cent 
of the state’s lawyers are located 
in Newark and Jersey City and 
that 62 per cent practice in the 
three counties, Essex, Hudson, 
and Passaic, in which the three 
most populous cities of the state 
are located. Expressed as the 
number of lawyers per 10,000 
persons in the general popula- 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


ONE 
New Jersey Lawyers and of 


Lawyers Answering Survey Questionnaire 


Number 
Lawyers 
Generally 


County of 
Practice 


Total . 6,988a 2; 
Atlantic 231 
Bergen 346 
Burlington 54 
Camden 388 
Cape May 36 
Cumberland 73 
Essex 2,531 
(Newark) (2,275) ( 
Gloucester 41 
Hudson 1,138 
(Jersey City) (814) 
Hunterdon 30 
Mercer 241 
Middlesex 241 
Monmouth 246 
Morris 118 
Ocean 36 
Passaic 649 
Salem 18 
Somerset 48 
Sussex 24 
Union 463 
Warren 36 


a As of beginning of 1939. 1941 


Responding 
Lawyers 


Distribution 
Responding 
Lawyers 


Per Cent 
Lawyers 
Generally 


340b 100.0% 100.0% 
66 3.3 2.8 
163 5.0 7.0 
18 0.8 0.8 
132 5.6 5.6 
12 0.5 0.5 
23 1.1 1.0 
845 36.2 36.1 
720) (32.6) (30.7) 
14 0.6 0.6 
379 16.3 16.2 
(201) (11.6) (8.6) 
13 0.4 0. 
66 3.4 2.8 
97 3.4 4.1 
69 3.5 2.9 
35 id 1.5 
14 0.5 0.6 
183 9.3 7.8 
4 0.3 0.2 
15 0.7 0.6 
9 0.3 0.4 
172 6.6 13 
11 0.5 0.5 


number larger. Excludes lawyers 


admitted to practice and occassionally practicing in New Jersey 
whose offices are located out of New Jersey. See 1939 Legal Diary. 
b Excludes 13 lawyers responding to survey whose offices are not 


situated in New Jersey. 
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tion, this is a much greater con- 
centration of the members of 
the bar than one might assume 
either on the basis of popula- 
tion or concentration of oppor- 
tunities for lawyers. It will be 
noted that there are fewer law- 
yers, relatively, in the county 
containing the State Capitol, 
where a great deal of legal busi- 
ness would seem to emanate 
than in counties such as Atlan- 
tic, Monmouth and Union and 
Camden. This is hard to explain. 
The table further shows that 
there are relatively more law- 
yers in the counties of 
Atlantic, Cape Monmouth 


resort 


May 


and Ocean, than in counties of 
like population where there is 
much more industry and gen- 
eral business. It is difficult also 
t» eccount for this condition. 
fable one has a ftirther use 
It demonstrates that the re- 


sponses to the survey question- 
naire came from lawyers who 
are distributed over the state in 
areasonably 


manner 


representative 


“Out of State” Lawyers. 

In a footnote appended to 
table one, it mentioned that 
“out-of-state” lawyers have not 
been included in those counted. 
The “Legal Diary,” the accepted 
annual semi-official directory of 
lawyers practicing in New Jersey, 
lists a considerable number (300) 
of lawyers who accept New Jer- 
sey whose offices are in 
other states. Most of these law- 
yers have offices in New York or 
Philadelphia, a few practice 
chiefly in such places as Wilm- 
ington, Easton, Port Jervis or in 
the New York State counties 
bounding New Jersey. Question- 
naires were mailed to these law- 
yers, but many of them had 
participated in similar studies 
in their own and not 
many responses were received 
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i i 


Ss 


these 


may 


li 


muting 
This 


possible that many of 


“out-of-state” lawyers 
ve in New Jersey, com- 
to their offices 

group of “out-of-state” 


lawyers should not be confused 
with two other groups’ which 
might be classed a out-of- 
state lawyers There may be 
in fact it is well known that 
there are, lawyers who live in 
New Jersey but never handle 
any New Jersey matters. These 
lawyers are not listed in the 
Legal Diary and no question 
naires were sent to them. No 
body knows how many < who 
they are. Then there are law 
vers who maintain office 1 New 
Jersey but who live acro the 
state line. There are not many of 
these but there are som pal 
ticulerly in and around Trento: 
which include a ction of 
Pennsylvania in it metropoli 
tan district Lawyers who com 
mute to New Jerse received 
questionnaires at their New Je! 
sey addresses ind have bee 
considered as New Jersey law 
el As the Legal Diary lists 
only the office addre the ul 
vey has not taken place of re 
dence into account at all 


Length of 


practicing in 


More 


mitted 


years 


had 
first World War 


be 


when t 


1938 


W 


Professional Service. 


than half of all lawyers 

193 had been ead 

to the bar within 10 
Three-quarte! of them 

en admitted ince the 

Table two shows 

he lawyers practicing in 

ere admitted and com- 

pares these figures with the sim- 
for lawyers answer 


ile 


In 


ir 


rel 


figures 


the 


This 


survey questionnaire 
table 


shows clearly that 
¢ 


the law is a young man’s field at 
the present time. One of the as- 
pects in which the group re- 
sponding to the questionnaire 
may not be wholly representa 
tive of the bar generally is re 
vealed in this table. It will be 
seen that the response group is 
over-weighted with recently ad 


mitted lawyers. The median ad 
mission year for a iwyers is 
1928, for respond lawyers 
1929, so that this over-represent 
atlo ol i ers i not 
distort the picture he eco! 
omic status of the e lega 
professio l Ne J S very 
serious 

Refer to Table T 

It Ww be See s table 
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during 1938 were admitted in 
1929, 1930, and 1928 than in any 
other single years 
Trends in Bar Admissions. 

The fact that more lawyers 
now practicing were admitted in 


1929 than in any other year is 
a reflection of the trend in ad- 
missions to the bar 


Table three has been prepared 


to compare the yearly admis- 
sion to the bar with the data al- 
ready displayed as to the years 
in which practicing lawyers were 
admitted 

Refer to Table Three 

The trend in admissions to 
the bar seems definitely down- 
ward. During the 1920's, of 
course, there was a heavy ad 
mission rate annually. Now, how- 
ever, the annual number only 
half that of a decade ago If 
this condition persists, the much 
discussed question of overcrowd 
ing will answer itself. It will be 
a slow proce however, in view 
of the fact that over half the 
lawyers now practicing were ad 
mitted between 1928 and 1939 
and have an average life ex- 
pectancy of about 33 vear 
Withdrawals from the Practice 
of Law. 

Table three also contains the 
raw materials for an analysis of 
the extent to which lawyers 
turn away from their profession 
and look to other fields of en- 
deavor. Since the beginning of 
1910 and ending with the 1938 
class of bar admissions, 7.500 
persons were admitted to the 
bar in New Jersey. 6.560 of these 


TABLE 


persons were still engaged in 
the practice of law in New Jer- 


sey at the start of 1939. This 
means that 950 persons are no 
longer practicing law in New 
Jersey, who have been admitted 


within the period under con- 
sideration. Death has ended the 
careers of a large part of the 
group If it were possible to 
apply standard mortality tables 
with any degree of reliability to 
a group of this kind, the num- 


ber of deaths might be estimat- 


ed. As it is, only the roughest 
kind of a gue at the number 
of deaths can be made. Remem- 
bering that the figu is only a 
gut it n b imed that 
deat! the f closing 
the professior careers of 450 
awvers, admitted ce 1910 
and that 500 have ther retired 
or sought other type of em 
ployment 

Questionnairs el re ed 
from 61 “inactive” lawyers, mo 
of whom are ¢ d in extra- 
professional work Another 
group of questionnaires came 
from lawyers whose professional 
activity is nominal. The survey 
therefore, has at least the be- 
rinnings of material for a study 
of how the economic status of 
lawyers who have abandoned 
their profession compares with 
those who have remained in 
active practice 
State Bar Association Member- 
ship. 

Fewer than one in every five 


is a member 
State Bar As- 


New Jersey lawyers 
of the New Jersey 


> TWO 


New Jersey Lawyers Classified by Year in which Admitted to the 
Bar. Compared with Similar Data for Lawyers Responding 


to Survey Questionnaire. (Dat 


a as of Time of Survey, 1939). 


Number Per Cent 
Year of Lawyers Responding Lawyers Responding 
Admission Generally Lawyers Generally Lawyers 


Total 


1932 


7.452 
224 


10 
1937 263 
1936 322 
1935 995 
1934 317 
1833 381 
1932 300 
1931 389 
1930 501 
1929 506 
9°8 413 
1927 360 
1926 253 
1925 188 
1920-1924 848 
1915-1919 332 
1910-1914 468 


1905-1909 81 
1900-1904 
Pr 


1900 


rABLE 


2.353 


100.0° 
3.0 


100.0% 


101 43 


115 3.5 49 
125 43 5.3 
12% 40 5.2 
146 43 6.2 
"9 =o 
: 1 3.7 
2 4.0 48 
136 D.2 5.8 
169 6.7 72 
157 6. 6.7 
144 5.5 61 
10° 4 46 
6F 3.4 298 
39 25 1.7 
3f 15 98 
129 7 5.5 
nn 22 45 
2 25 
5 35 93 
pa ie 4 2 


THREE 





Annval Admissions to the New Jersey Bar, 1910-1938, Compared 
With Years of Admission of Lawyers Practicing in 1939 
Year of Number Number Practicing Per Cent of Thoss 
Admiss Admitted 1939 Admitted in Practice 
1938 224 224 100.0° 
1937 27 263 96.6 
1936 322 322 100. 
1935 305 295 96.5 
1934 340 317 93. 
1933 411 381 92.5 
1932 319 300 94.0 
1931 412 89 94.5 
1930 532 501 94 { 
1929 564 506 89.5 
1928 454 413 91. 
1927 394 360 91.5 
1926 283 253 89.5 
1925 217 88 86.5 
1920-1924 1.055 848 80.5 
1915-1919 704 532 75.5 
1910-1914 695 468 67.3 

Source of Data. Admissions, Letter from New Jersev State Board 
of Bar Examiners 


Other data as in table tw 


TABLE 
Age 


FOUR 


Distribution of Lawyers Answering Survey Questionnaire and 


of New Jersey's Adult Population. Per cent Distribution 


Age 
Total 





ing Adult 
ulation (b 


100 


Respond 
Lawyers (a Pop 
100.0% 


- 
J-<2 1 2 
30-34 33.3 13.1 
35-44 25.9 25.1 
45-54 11.2 18.0 
55 5.9 11.2 
65 2.5 8.2 
M Age Exceeded by 50% 34.3 40.4 
1st Exceeded by 75 30.6 30.3 
3r Exceeded by 25% 42.9 52.6 
Source of data: (a) Questionnaires (age at time of response 
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sociation. Unlike the patter 
organization in some other 
fessions, membership in a s 


professional society 4d 


carry with it state and nat; rs are del 
affiliation th an x 
Among the lawyers _ 
ing to the Survey, the er “Be su 
of State Association *~ inge 1a! 
was higher, 25 per cent he 5 
pared with 19 per cent fo; led, and 
lawyer This may pro ynger fa 
attributed to the m Th 
solicitation of State B A rs ge hay 
ciation members tha ferent ‘ 
affiliated lawyers D a 
The Survey Responses are p, adi Lt 
presentative. a0.€ 
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analyze the findings t im : 
accuracy as a _ repr >. 
measure of the char es 
of the member: f the 
ey Bar ” 
ars and fe 
Th esp f ponding 
entative in so f gareniiy t 
graphic distribut New Jers 
cerned S 10r' 
The response ar ste 
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Food is farm-fresh and 
$ SO good. Bring the 
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tite. Remember P. M. 











sons when the lawyer is the 
family head. Three out of every 
four lawyers who are not family 
heads are members of families 
of from three to five members, 
inclusive 

Thees family figures illustrate 
a point about trends in family 
composition about which there 
has been much conjecture and 
some material prepared along 
the lines sketched here. Law- 
yers and by inference and com- 
mon consent other  profes- 
sional men, have small families. 
The majority are married and 
are heads of families. The aver- 
age number of persons in law- 


yers’ families, is 3.7; for the 
population generally, 3.9 per- 
sons. 


Occupational Backgrounds of 
Lawyers’ Fathers. 

As a part of the attempt to 
understand the cultural pattern 
from which lawyers have come, 
the survey questionnaire asked 
for the occupation of the re- 
spondents’ fathers. 

The largest single block of 
lawyers is made up of children 
of business men. This includes 
almost every conceivable type 
of business, and every tpe of 
business occupation from clerk 
to proprietor or executive. Fifty- 
seven and one-half per cent of 
the responding lawyers are 
children of “business men.” The 
second largest group, 19.5 per 
cent, is composed of children of 
foremen and skilled workers in 
industrial and mechanical fields. 
In third rank, were the children 
of professional workers, 15.3 per 
cent. Fewer than 3 per cent are 
children of farmers, and the re- 
mainder, about 5 per cent are 
childern of unskilled, semi-skill- 
ed, or personal service workers. 
Occupations of Lawyers Before 
Admission to the Bar. 

Fifty-five per cent of the re- 
sponding lawyers reported that 
they had worked in other occu- 
prior to admission to 
the bar. Business, chiefly cleri- 
cal and sales jobs, claimed 32 
per cent, and 16 claimed ex- 


pations 


perience other professions, 
‘hiefly teaching. The remainder 
had experience in a variety of 
minor jobs such as a young man 


will accept while preparing him- 


for entry 1n a protlession. 


Forty-five per cent of the re-| 


sponding lawyers said that they 


] 


able number of lawyers who 
have full time arrangements in 
a subordinate capacity practice 
as individuals on a part time 
basis also. As in other profes- 
sions, it is very difficult to de- 
fine just what is “part time” 
and what is “full time.” 
Educational Background of 
New Jersey Lawyers. 

Table seven summarizes the 
answers given to questions about 
the formal education, general as 
well as professional, of the law- 
yers participating in the survey. 
Inasmuch as changes in the 
types of education required for 
bar admission may affect econ- 
omic questions, these data have 
been tabulated for each of the 
years for which income data 
were reported. 

Refer to Table Seven. 

It will be seen that the over- 
whelming majority of lawyers 
received their _ professional 
training in law schools. Only a 
small residue of those now prac- 
ticing were admitted without 
law school attendance. 

Approximately 44 per cent of 
all lawyers attending law school 
did so as full time day students. 
The majority attended on some 
basis suggestive of at least par- 
tial self-support during their 
attendance at law school. Twen- 
ty-two per cent attended as part 


time day students, and twenty- | 
eight per cent as evening stu- | 


dents. The remainder, six per 
cent of the total, changed from 
day to evening or from evening 
to day time attendance at some 
time during their school career. 
Chapter One Summarized 

The material presented in the 
foregoing pages may be sum- 
marized as follows: 


Approximately 7,000 resident 
lawyers and 300 “out-of- 
state” lawyers comprised the 
New Jersey Bar in 1938 when 
this survey was made. 

More than half of them 
prattteed in Essex and Hud- 
son counties containing less 
than a third of the state’s 


population. 
More than half of them are 
younger than thirty-seven 


years. The sex ratio is ap- 
proximately 49 men to every 
woman. 

More than half of them 
have been admitted to the 
Bar since 1927. The annual 
number of admissions rose 
from 225 in 1920 to 500 in 
1930 and receded to 225 in 
1938. 

Only one lawyer in every 
five is a member of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association. 


The foregoing data are drawn 
from sources independent of the 
survey questionnaires. The data 
which follow are derived largely 
from the questionnaire itself. 
2,350 or approximately one 
in every three lawyers an- 
swered the survey question- 


naire. 


The lawyers answering the 
questionnaire probably form 
a representative sample of 
the 7,000 resident lawyers, 
although there is an under- 
representation of lawyers 45 


years of age and over. 
Three out of 
lawyers are 

families of two, 
four persons. Five 


heads. 


More than haif of the re- 
porting lawyers have one or 


TABLE FIVE 


Lawyers Responding to Survey Questionnaire Classified by Race, 


Nativity and by Sex, Compared with Adult Population 
of New Jersey. (Per Cent Distribution) 


tace, Nativity 
and Sex 
Total 

White Total 


Native Born of Native Parents 
Native Born, One or Both Parents 


Foreign Born 

Foreign Born 

White, Nativity Not Stated 
Negro and Other 
Not Answered or Unknown 
Male 
Female 
Sources: (a) 


Responding 
Lawyers (a) 


Adult 


100.0% 100.0% 
99.3 94.6 
38.8 30.0 
54.1 27.4 
§.1 Be | 
2 i} 
wv 
6 5.3 
1 1 
98.5 50.2 
2 49.3 


Tally of Survey Questionnaires 
(b) 15th Census of the United States, 1930 Population 
Bulletin, 2nd Series, Composition and Characteristics 


of the Population, Table Two. 


had held no regular jobs prior | 


to their admission to the bar. 
Professional Status of Respond- 
ing Lawyers. 

Of the 2,353 lawyers who an- 
swered the survey 
approximately 
rank of counsellor and 
have qualified only 
This last figure, of course, in- 
cludes young lawyers who have 
not yet become eligible to enter 
the examinations for admission 
to the rank of counsellor. The 
1.300 responding counsellors, 
however, form 65 per cent of the 
responding lawyers 
seek admission as counsellors. 





questionnaire, 


1,053 


as attorneys. 


More than 75 per cent of the | 
| 
responding lawyers are engaged | 


practice on a full 
time basis. Other types of full 
time professional service such 
as the teaching of law, editing 
legal publications, etc., or ser- 
vice in governmental agencies 
such as those whose programs 
involve functions closely related 
to the law, and full time em- 
ployment entirely divorced from 
the practice of law account for 
44 per cent of all lawyers. 
One lawyer in every ten re- 
ported that he practiced pri- 
vately on a part time basis in 
conjunction with part time ser- 
vice in other fields. A consider- 


in private 






- ~ 


1,300 hold the | 


TABLE SIX 


Lawyers’ Families Classified by Number of Persons in Households, 
compared with General Population (Per Cent Distribution) 
Lawyers Households by Status of 


| Number of 
Persons in 


General 
Population 


Household (a 
Total 100.0% 
One Person 6.3 
| Two -Persons 22.5 
| Three Persons 21.9 
Four Persons 19.3 
|Five Persons . 12.7 


Six Persons 

|Seven Persons 
|Eight Persons 

Nine Persons : 
Ten or More Persons 


He hop J 
> He OT OD 


;Sources: (a) 15th Census of the United States, 1930, Population, 


Lawyers in Household Group 


All Family Head Other 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
3.2 3.9 0 
25.8 29.3 8.6 
> i 29.2 20.4 
24.2 24.1 24.8 
11.5 9.2 23.4 
46 2.9 12.8 
is 7 42 
1.0 4 3.9 
3 a 1.1 

3 1 8 


Volume VI, Table 5, p. 847. Data are for New Jersey. 


eligible to | 


TABLE SEVEN 





Extent of General and Professional Education of Lawyers 
Responding to Survey Questionnaire 
A. Extent of General Education 


Lawyers Admitted Secondary College College College 
During or Before Total School NonGrad. Grad. Post Grad. 
1922 100.0% 54.0% 14.0% 25.0% 7.0% 
1925 . 100.0 52.0 16.0 26.0 6.0 
1928 . 100.0 53.0 17.5 24.5 5.0 
1931 100.0 54.5 20.0 21.5 4.0 
1934 100.0 48.5 26.0 22.5 3.0 
1937 ; 100.0 38.0 30.0 30.0 2.0 
1938 . 100.0 36.0 30.0 31.0 3.0 
B.Extent of Profesional Education 
Lawyers Admitted NoLaw LawSchool Law School 
During or Before Total School Non Grad. Graduate 
1932 .. eT % 12.5% 74.4% 
1925 . TELA mA * 74.8 
1928 . idsabhnckaukscaessss 0.7 11.6 17.7 
1931 .. = a 6.9 9.0 84.1 
1934 .. Kalispeioulabictahobicas!| 5.6 8.2 86.2 
ES 100.0 5.0 8.0 87.0 
1938 ..... ieadeiiacame eos 100.0 4.7 7.2 88.1 


be presented 
concerning trends in 
incomes are 
economic implications of these 





every four 
members of 
three, or 
out of 
every six lawyers are family 


Population (b) 





both parents who were born 
in countries other than the 
United States. More than 
half of the fathers of prac- 
ticing lawyers are engaged 
in some form of business 
activity, as distinguished 
from professional, mechani- 
cal or laboring occupations. 


5. Ninety-five per cent of all 


practicing lawyers attended 
law school to prepare for 
admission, sixty-five per 
cent also attended college, 
although only one in every 
three holds an academic de- 
gree in addition to a law 
degree. More than half of 
all responding lawyers held 
jobs in other fields prior to 
admission, and more than 
half attended law school as 
evening or part-time day 
students. 
When these data and those to 
in Chapter two 
lawyers’ 
interrelated, the 


social differences will, it is 
hoped, become increasingly evi- 
dent. 


Chapter II 
Trends in the Income of 
New Jersey Lawyers 
This survey was undertaken in 
part to supply the State Bar As- 
sociation and the Board of Bar 
Examiners with information 





(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 








{n Counties where there are no 
District Courts—we list for your 
convenience Justices of the 
Peace. 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY 


R. R. CROOK 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
Notary Public 
139 East Commerce Street 
Bridgeton. N. J. 
Phone 1341 














MAXWELL M. KRATZ 


TITLE SEARCHING 
Justice of the Peace 


118 S. 3rd St., Millville, N. J. 


Home Address 
122 Sassafras Phone 693 








GLOUCESTER COUNTY 


CHARLES C. THOMAS 


Justice of the Peace 
For Gloucester County 
$8 South Girard Street 


Woodbury, N. J. 
Phone Woodbury 979-J 











HUNTERDON COUNTY 





Emmert Hoffman 
Justice of the Peace 


221 Main St., Flemington, N. J. 
Phones 137-R-2 
” 55 





OCEAN COUNTY 


FRANK PALMER 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
Real Estate and Appraisals 


NOTARY PUBLIC 
New Egypt, Ocean County, N.J. 














JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
Dover Township Recorder 


BENJAMIN NOVINS 


807 Main Street 
Toms River, N. J. 
Telephone 26 








SUSSEX COUNTY 
Small Cause Court 


Charles L. Van Ness 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
AND RECORDER 
6 Foster Street, Newton, N. J. 
Phone 128-R or 196 
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the 1922 level, and to 45 per cent 


of the average for the “boom’ 
year of 1928 tr 


According to studies conducted 
by the U. S. Department of Com- 
Board, this is much 


merce a 











the bar were invited to provide more unfavorable trend than the 
information about their earn- general population expérienced 
ings, and to give other inforraa- In New Jersey the average in- 
tion about themselves which come per family (obtained by di 
would assist in analyzing econ- viding the New Jersey propor 
omic trends tion of the national income by 
There are two ways to present the number of families in the 
income data. One is in terms of state) dropped from $3,500 in 
“average This method gives a ‘(928 to a low of $2,150 in 1934 
fairly clear idea of general and rose to $2,600 in 1938. Th 
trends, but it gives no picture is a net decline of onl 6 pel 
of the spread or range of which cent as contrasted to 55 per cent 
the average is the central point. in the same period for members 
An analysis of the range of of the legal profession. Tech 
income as well as of the trend in ally, these data are ot strict 
income averages has therefore comparable, but the e suffi 
been undertaken for this sur- iently so for u this conn 
vey. First, however, the trend tion 
as regards “income levels ‘an Length of Practice and Income 
be presented These data set Trends. 
the stage for analysis of the One reason for the vy med 
range of incomes’ among the iar come levé ! wy 
groups and for the, years for the 1930 f f mber 
which “averages” have been com f you iwyel ictici 
puted The median is the form the rhi ot wholl ima 
of average generally used in thi ter « OVE vd Y 
report. This avoids the distortio t cal expect Lake 
which might result from the use much mone erienced 
of the arithmetic mean or simple iwvel Hence he pro} 
average f your lawve rise he 
The Trend in Gross and come level tends to fa 
Net Incomes. I Table ( con 
In Table eight. the media rends of lawye ract for 
gross and net incomes of law varyin le h f time i 
yers respondin o the surve\ iced 
questionnaire are presented fi Refer to Tat Nine 
three vear intervals beginni The trends dicated tl 
With 1922, and endi with 1933 ible may be nmed pa 
Data are given for two consecu ows 
tive vears, 1937 and 1938 l The ( r all re 
Refer to Table Eight porting iwye! ose from 
These Gata show clearly tha 1922 thro 1928, dropped 
the median income of members from 1928 h 1934 and 
of the bar has fallen to a leve changed bt ’ n 1934 
of approximately 60 per cent of through 193% 
aes 
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APPRAISAL— 
“Piece of Paper” 


Any layman can glance at a property and write on a piece of i 
paper his guess as to its value. 
investors owe it to themselves and their clients to investigate 
the background of the appraisers they employ. 


Institutions, trustees and 











SEELY CADE, INC. 


206 Morr 

Jersey City Springfield 

REALTOR — APPRAISER 
MORTGAGE LOANS 





26 Journal Sq 


N 


Surety, Fidelity, Contract Bonds 
MA $14 MI ¢ { JO $68 








Frederick A. Tetor 


Realtor - Property Analyst 

Appiaiser | 
' 
| 


Broad St.., 


9 No Ridgewood 








Tel. Lambert 3-3636 


JOSEPH R. LAMBERT 


Real Estate Insurance 
Appraisals 
Member Am. Inat. of RB. B. Apvoroteers 
LAMBERT BUILDING 
22 Church St., Paterson, N. J. 

















LINCOLN STORAGE WAREHOUSES 
$4 Years Handlir Fine Furnishings 
Household Goods & Persena 

Property APPRAISED 
ESTATES Purchased Outright 
Auction Rooms on Premises 
75-85 Main St., East Orange, N. J. 
Reg. T. Blauvelt, Jr., Auctioneer 











HARRY J. STEVENS 


REAL ESTATE AND 
—INSURANCE— 


478 Central Ave., Newark 
Established 26 Years 





WALTER A. MORTON 





Ouse 

a Broadway, newark, N. J. 
Idt 2-6030 

Appraisal of Personal Property 
for Tax Purposes 


Household Goods Moved, Stored or 
Auctioned in the Proper Manner 











"JAMES ROSENSOHN wa 


REALTORS 
| meri Tower Broad Street 
Elizabeth, N. J. 








rr. 
vy ii .vil 


IUZE 
PRAISAL 
Hudson County 
36th Street, Union City, 
UN 7-4000 


Ss 


iy 


414 - N.J. 





Allaire&Son jome wy 
Batadiiehed 1473 
Appraisals 
Real Estate - Insurance 
Mo e Loans 
19 Monmouth St, Red Bank, N 
Telephone 1466 


J 








Rentals Appraisals 


GREY HIGBIE, INC. 
REAL ESTATE 
28 Park P1., Morristown, N. J. 
Tel. MOrristown 4-3000 


Sales 











2 The income level for law- 
yers in their first year of 
practice rose from 1922 
through 1925 but dropped 
from then on through 1937 
and rose slightly in 1938. 

3 The income level for law- 
yers practicing five or fewer 


years 


trend as for 


first 
though 


year 


the 


followed 


0 


r 


a 
lawyers 


f practice 


ol 


| 


ange 


similar 
in their 


Fe ai-~ 
fluctu- 


ation was somewhat narrow 


er. 

4. The income levei for lawyer 
in their fifth year of prac 
tice rose forty per cent from 
1922 through 1928 and then 


dropped through 1938 to les 
than half the 1922 level 











5 The income level for law- 
vers in their tenth year of 
practice rose 45 per cent ir 
rross income and 23 per cent 
in net income from 1922 
through 1928 and fell to 54 
per cent of the 1922 leve 
1938 

6 The income level for lawye1 

their fifteenth ear 6 
yractice re ind If I ud 
tantial the al ratlo a 
did the trend for lawve1 
their tenth year of practice 
iulthough the de ne from 
1928 to 1937 was less, the 1938 
figure being 63.5 per cent of 
the 1922 median net incomes 
and 66.5 of the 1922 media 
gross income 

7 The income level for lawye1 
in their twentieth year | 
practice rose i8 per cent 
from 1922 through 1928 in 
terms of ross income, but 
only 25 per cent in net in 
come. The 1938 median gross 
income was 93 per cent oO 
the 1922 figure, but the med 
ian net income in 1938 was 
62.5 per cent of the 1922 
median net income 

8 The median net nd gross 
neomes of lawyers practic 
ing twe v-five or more 
vears were at their highest 
in 1922. The limited number 
of such lawyers, however 

akes this measurement u 
reliable 
From these tes, t rva 
seems istified there 
s bee St s decline 
S ers T} 

S not connn ed to lawvers of a 
de x le! S measul 
ed terms le. } ) Ss 
s ha experience 

T > t Dd t a » ff » 1G 

S how th mes X 

s admitted ’ practice ! 
i e lengths I 1e Will 
c NS 
ar may t 
he media c Ss 

a ed to p! S 

before wi be approximately) 
- rds greater than the ak 

i mes of lawyers their 
firs ir of practice. The med- 
ian income of the lawyer prac- 
ticing for ten years will be twice 
the median for lawyers practic- 
ing for five years Using the 
median income of lawyers in 
their first year of practice as 
the basis of comparison, the 
ratio as regards gross income 
would be somewhat as follows 

Per Cent ot 
Median Gross 


Year of Practice 


First 
Fifth 
Tenth 
Fifteenth 
Tw 
This 
measure 


common 


renty-fifth 


form. 


but 


-sense 


vers tend to have 


during their 


Incon 
Lawyers In 
First Year of 
Practice 
100.0 


re of 


165.0 
332.5 
420.0 


525.0 
ula is only a rough 
it coincides with 
impressions. Law- 
a difficult time 
first five vears of 














practice. From the fifth to the yers was rising as they », 
tenth year they tend to make in experience. Since 199, . 
their first big upward steps But downward trend has lik Continu 
in any year, and among any faced two factors. Ths ; 
sroup of lawyers large enough to all lawyers is sharply dow, 3D 1922, Uf 
- A . : . : awvers 
be representative, the group these lawyers should have ye *4%°"* 
having the most substantial in- protected somewhat, a gal gi 
comes will probably be those deed were, by the fact 
practicing for twenty years or were still on the risir : ane 
longer. their normal income Nu 
The Income Experience of tion. The net result « ¥ 
Lawyers Admitted to Practice teen years, however, is ; 
1910-1914. twenty-five years o : 
and reaching the t , 
rhe ve fT ade pe p ne 
: ir proiession tne x 
ab LADUWALIO! : ssompagille yme among then F r 
perience of a group of reporting 2 atin what it wa 9 J o! 
awvel who were admitted O the were ~ r 
practice in the five year period a wef : € ec 
pe : , reach professional m; 
beginni with 1910 and endin . , : )U 
a eel “ Geographic Differences in 
i 1914 It i f hat th 7 it 
, Lawyers Incomes 
roup 10uld | entativ an ‘ im 
— ao : _—s The next phase of tl ' 
of the men who are at the height e4 oa 
: of trends in the incoms ‘ 
ne a p ( - { i career! no Je rsey law ver a } a 
ind wl had bee practicing 
: , differences in trend 
sufficient length « me to be- ; i 
countle Table ele 
ome easonab! Ve established } 
twelve immarize tn 
7099 , " ? y ’ - 
nm 1922, the ! W , 1 
, ‘ = hich the inalysi Thi ‘ : 
the surve ought income dat : : I 
es is presented 
Their experience, it was thought : ien 
: gro income Une f 
would provide a good measure of , : 9% 
ire iggested by f 
ne Income f et é t imo y¢ 
hed data bei similar 
mature Ve ( ) hed pra a : ( 
Refer to Table Eleve : 
one! rl) I 
ne sec ‘ ce 
Th re ecla tud . v 
; countle al I Kec 
rm Table te Only the data _ v 
, pecuillal a first gla - 
for ros comes re presented d.4 
‘ , are ranked accordin 
here Those for net incomes fo ; e} 
' imount of the median 
low the same trend at a propor u an 
come in 1922. This wa -—~ 
tionatelyv lowe level = Anotl pl 
a Pode the purpose of dem 4 
Refer to Table Ter : its 
he what has happened 
The gross median income rost det 
. year. In 1922, to obtai 1 
more than the trend for lawyers ycati g 
a : quence from the High to 4 
generally because from 1922 fessional. 
‘ ; ae Low median gros ) 
through 1928 there were two : th 
Poe eads down the list. In 
ivorable factors at work. The : d Tal 
; ; order is almost reve! ‘ 
general trendin lawyers’ incomes ___ P » Te 
was up. The trend for these law- ‘Continued on page b: first sig] 
TABLE EIGHT — 
Median Gross and Net Incomes of Responding Lawyers, 1922-)9p2"! as 
and Income Trends, Index Basis 1922 Equal 100. 101 ym 
_ Median Income Incor I ys divi 
Yea Gross Net Gross ' B 
190° on 9c s a 
922 $5.025 $4.175 100.0 
1925 6.500 4.750 129.0 7 r On 
1928 7.075 5.350 140.0 _ oe tn n 
1931 4.250 3.475 84.5 0 
1934 3.100 2.300 61.5 , , 
1937 3.150 2.300 625 = a 
1938 3.150 9 425 62.5 E m 
] tak 
rABLE NINE ifie 
rrends in the Median Gress and Net Incomes of Respo1 ; 1. 
Lawyers Analyzed by Number of Years Admitted to Pract 3 = 
\. Median Gross Income in Dollars ca 
Number of Years Admitted to Pi Th 
One I Five Ter 1Tw or 
Yea Less irs = ¥¢ Ye: 7 
1922 £2,050 50 «6 a9 Ww 
2.875 250 6 9 | " v 
? 150 4.600 8 2 11.10 2 ie 
1.450 3.100 - 5( 905 193 
- vo 1g 
351 1.750 4.000 6.250 5 
950 1,850 3.925 4.650 5.f 
1.450 1.800 3.825 4.850 5.82 ri 
Median Gross Income Trends, index Basis 1922 Equi 10 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 es 
140.0 118.0 127.0 110.0 120.0 145 
105.0 104.0 147.5 144.0 143.0 17 
70.5 67.0 92.5 115.0 107.5 145 7 rr 
66.0 33.0 32.0 66.0 86.0 97 -e 
46.5 55.5 55.0 645 77.0 94 
70.5 58.5 93.5 63.0 66.5 93 
C. Median Net Income in Dollars 
1922 $2.000 2.500 3.300 5.200 5.500 6.06 
1925 2.300 2.825 3.700 5.800 6.200 8.10 
1928 1.900 2.900 4550 6400 6.700 7.50 
1931 1.425 1875 2.850 4.900 5.500 7.20 ) 
1934 1.100 1.550 1550 4.100 4.900 5.601 . 
1937 900 1 275 1.650 2.750 4.500 4.80 47 
1938 1150 1300 1475 2800 3.500 3,80 4 | 
D. Median Net Income Trends, Index Basis 1922 Equa! 10 
1922 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 
1925 116.0 111.0 122.0 11.0 113.0 115 rT 
1928 88.0 123.0 139.0 23.0 122.0 125 i 
1931 74.5 73.5 94.0 940 100.0 120 
1934 51.0 60.0 51.5 78.5 89.0 93 
1937 42.0 50.0 54.5 52.5 82.0 80 
1938 53.5 51.0 48.5 54.0 63.5 62.5 


TABLE 

Trends in Median Gross Income 

of Reporting Lawyers Admitted 
to Practice 1910-1914. 


TEN 





index Basis 1922 equals 100 








Tre 


Dollars 
(1922 Equals 100 


id 








$ 6,525 100.9 
8.900 136 
11,600 177.5 
8,300 127.0 ‘a 
6:500 101.0 
6,525 100.0 
6.500 100.0 — 
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ued from 


the counties in which 
highest 
were 
cities 
excess 

counties 


median 


rs had 


ross 


tiles contalnl 


lations 
1938, 
highest 


ere those 
no cities with 
50.000 


re were 


larger 


Table Twelv 


ol these 
verage 


ed in 


umden) 
1925, 


50,000-99,999 popula- 


nest 


ensity ofl 
138 over 


yers practiced 


iuch less 


f less 


which have 


1e State 
5.7 per 


yers. 


and Lawyers Incomes 
phase ol 


itself wit 


petween 


general 


al. The findings of this 
the study are 
thirteen 
) Table Thirteen 
sight, this table seems 
scrambled 


Table 


is proof 


as measured 
college 


om 
dividends, 
But 
ional 


tability 
ified by 
llar law 


ealed 


There are ; 
older 


TI 
toward the 


her ¢ 


who 
At the 


1938 


incomes 


1928 
inties, this peak Was 


i through 1931 


factor 


Q 
Oo} 





£ross 


counties 


areas 
incomes 


one 


In one 


the peak was 


£TOSS 
nced 


population 


00 000 
9] 


) 
population 


urvey 
rela- 


and 


to 


Here 
higher 
gra- 
univer- 
in the legal 
when 
education, 
th no law school train- 
to admission 
) never completed law 
m to have 
than 


graduation 


comes 
the 


the 


greater 


le Man 





two of the nine Justices of the 
Supreme Court of New Jersey, 
and, according to a brief official 
biography, of the Chancellor. 


Most of the lawyers recently ad- 


mitted are graduates of law 
schools, so that among the 
young lawyers who might be 
expected to have limited in- 


comes the technical preparation 
for admission to the bar has 
probably followed formal lines 
nuch more closely than for law- 
yers admitted 


lor 


before conditions 


admission were as strict a: 

they now are 

The Range of Lawyers Incomes. 
It seems to be tab- 

lished that the trend in lawver 

receded between 1928 

and 1934 more than the level of 


eneral 


Clearly ¢ 


income 


busines ju 


ha remained well below the 
level of general busine 
compared with yre-depre ( 
experience 

Trends based upon average 


in this study, median incomes 
have one glaring fault. What 
measured the mid-point in 


the distribution. Equal number 


f lawyer received more and 
le than the median. What wa 
the spread between the earning 


of the most and the lea 
ably ituated lawyers in 
tudied? 


ires 


favo! 
: each 
Table fourteer 
the range in gross and 
incomes of responding law- 
vers in the for which in- 
data gathered 
The ture this table re 
fairly In 1922 one law- 
yer in every ten had a gross in- 
come of $20,000 or more or a net 
income of more than $13,850. By 


group 
mea 
net 

ye ars 
come were 
pic veals 


clear. 


1928, one lawyer in every ten 
had a gross income of $22,600. 
or a net income of more than 
$15,300. In 1938, only one law- 


yer in every ten had a gross in- 
come of $10,325 or more, or a 


net income exceeding $7,725. In 
1922, one lawyer in every four 
had gross and net incomes in 


$9,450 and $7,350 re- 
In 1938, the income 
level exceeded by twenty-five 
the reporting law- 
$4,450 net 


sawyers in every 


excess of 
spectively 


cent of 
was $5,600 gros 
1922, nine 
had 


$2,050 gross, 


per 
yers 
In 
ten incomes greater than 
t and 

had in- 
$3,125 gross 


$1,550 ne 
hree out of every four 


comes exceeding 


$2,400 net. In 1928, nine lawyers 
eve! en had gross incomes 
excess $2.200, a very slight 
provement vel 1922 but 
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three in every four received 
gross incomes of more than 
$3,700. The corresponding net 
income figures were $1,750 and 


$2,850. By 1938, the reduction in 
lawyers’ incomes affected the 
lawyers with restricted earnings 
most unfavorably. One lawyer 
in every ten had gross incozaes 


of less than $1,000 and one in 
every four, received less than 
$1,675. The corresponding net 
income figures are $525 and 


$1,225. 

Refer to Table Fourteen 
The Adequacy of Lawyers’ 

Earnings. 
These figures raise the ques- 
immediately of what 
needs to live on. 
It is, of course, impossible to 
set a which will 
everyone. In other studies, econ- 
found convenient 
any income of less 
as “inade- 


if from 


t 5 ta 


ion 
come a lawyer 
scale satisfy 
mists have 
to consider 
than $1,000 


nan 
an income 


per year 


quate 

$1,000 to $2,499 a ‘marginal” 

and an income of $2,500 or more 
comfortable.” It sur- 


H 7 
slonal men 


a much high- 


may 
prise many prole 
who have reached 
er level or who have never liv 
modest scale 
$2,500 may be con- 
” Yet there 


that even 


On a 
come of only 
idered 

ubstantial evidence 
in bountiful 1929 one New 
Jersey family in every three re- 
ceived an income of $2,500 or 


“comfortable 


ler 
oniy 


more 
Using these figures as a guide, 
and considering the net income 


as the amount available for per- 
sonal or family maintenance, 2.7 
per cent of lawyers practicing in 
1922 had “inadequate incomes,” 
24.5 per cent had “marginal” in- 
and 72.8 per cent had 
“comfortable” incomes. In 1928, 
2.4 had “inadequate” 
incomes, 18.8 per cent had “mar- 
and 789 per 
‘comfortable” 
re- 


comes, 


per cent 
ginal” incomes, 
t fell in the 
In 1938, 19 per 

“inadequate’ 


“marginal, 


cen 
cent 
incomes, 
and 


com- 


class 
ported 
33.1 per 
fewer than 
fortable” incomes. 
The Range of Incomes by 
Length of Practice. 

It 1S of 


cent 


50 per cent 


course, perfectly feasi- 


ble and significant to expuore 
the range of lawyers incomes in 


with each of 
which 


computed as 


connection 
factors for 
trends wert 
cussed in the 
chapter. These 


first part ol 
factors ana 
eral others 
questionnaire form 
chapters 
sections of the 
in this chapter, 
nessary to present such mat 
in detail. 

The range of incomes of law 
their first 
always quite narrow. It 


special 
report 


it seems un- 





yers in year of pré 


tice is 


was most unusual for a young 
lawyer to receive more than 


$3.000 in his first year of prac- 
tice. When he did so it was us- 
ually a windfall or else he had 
private means. 

The longer 
the wider is the spread in 
incomes. There were no 
year lawyers who received $25,- 
000 a year or more. But there 
were lawyers twenty-five 
years standing 
in a given year 
than $1,000, and over the group 
as a whole, the earnings might 
be scattered anywhere from less 
than $1,000 to more than $100,- 
000 with the majority clustering 
somewhere between $5,000 and 
$10,000. 

Much the same 
might be made, and as already 
suggested will probably be de- 
monstrated in some detail later 


practice 
their 


Sct 
first 


lawyers 


of 
whose 
might be 


earnings 


i@SS 


comments 


re ported on tne y 


in this report with respect to 
place of practice, type of prac- 
tice, general and _ professional 
education, social background, 
and the other types of informa- 
tion developed in the survey 
questionnaire. 


The income range is wider in 
the most populous counties than 
in the rural. and semi-rural 


counties. 
the average income is higher in 
the latter counties than in the 
former. But there are relatively 
fewer very high incomes there. 
The reason the average is higher 
is because there 
fewer young lawyers with very 


At 












the present time, 









are relatively 











(Continued on page 10, col. 1) 


TABLE ELEVEN 


Trends in Median Gross Incomes of New Je: sey Lawyers, 
by County of Practice, 1922-1938 
Gross Income it 


County A. Median 


931 
559 
870 


(1) 1922 1925 1928 1 
Essex (a) $6,450 6875 7,075 4, 
Newark (b) 5.775 6325 6,500 3, 
Hudson 9,/25 7,225 17,975 4,27 


Counties of 100.- 
000 - 199,999 popu- 


lation (c) 5.625 6875 8,225 4.575 
Passaic 5.500 6,200 6,850 4.400 
Camden 5,250 8.750 8,200 5,000 
Union 5.000 6250 7,025 4,325 
Bergen 5.000 7.500 8,125 4,300 
Middlesex 4.375 4,775 5425 4,150 


Counties of 50,000- 
99,999 popula- 

tion (d) 4,025 
Counties of fewer 
than 50,000 popula- 
tion 3.075 
(a) Exclusive of Newark City. 


ou 


3,150 


(e) 


00 46 


4.375 6,250 6,3 


‘b) Part of Essex County but 
(c) Atlantic, Mercer, Monmouth and Morris. 
(d) Burlington, 


‘¢) Cape May, Hunterdon, Ocean, 


Salem, Sussex 


TABLE TWELVE 


Trends in Median Gross Incomes of New Jersey Lawyers, 
by County of Practice, Index Basis 1922-1938 
in Median Gross Incomr, 


B. Trend 





County 1922 1925 
Essex (a) 100.0 106.0 
Newark (b) 100.0 110.0 
Hudson 100.0 126.0 
Counties of 100,000- 

199,999 population 100.0 121.5 
Passaic 100.0 113.0 
Camden 100.0 167.0 
Union 100.0 125.0 
Bergen 100.0 150.0 
Middlesex 100.0 108.0 
Counties of 50,000- 

99,999 population 100.0 78.5 
Counties of fewer than 

50,000 population 100.0 142.0 


1928 
109.0 
113.0 
139.0 


120.0 


205.0 


193) 
714 
67.0 
74.0 


81.5 
80.0 
95.0 
86.5 
86.0 
94 


ou 


121.0 


205.6 


TABLE THIRTEEN 


Trends in Median Net Income of Responding Lawyers Classified by 
Extent of General and Professional Education. Dollar Basis 
and Index Basis, 1922 Equals 100 
A. Highest General Education ‘Dol 


College 


Secondary 





Year School Non-Grad Grad 
1922 $4,675 $4.900 $4.375 
1925 4.750 4.950 5.600 
1928 4.700 5.425 6.825 
1931 3.000 2.850 3.425 75 
1934 2.225 000 2 000 : . 
1937 2.450 900 2.50 425 
1938 2.450 2.000 2.451 3,925 
B. Highest General Education (Index Basis. 1922 Ex 

1922 100.0 100.0 00( 
1925 101.0 101.0 128 ( } 
1928 100.0 111.0 156.0 21 
1931 64.0 58.0 7 , 
1934 47.5 41.0 45.5 74.5 
1937 52.5 39.0 57. 2 
1938 52.5 41.0 56 2 

C. Professional Edu n ‘Dollz 

No Law Law Sch L S 
Yeal School Non-Grad adua 
1922 $3.400 $4.575 $4.175 
1925 5.200 5.154 4.55 
1928 6.950 5.675 5 
1931 5.000 4.175 4.7 
1934 975 2.64 2.15 
1937 3,525 3.64 2.37 
1938 3.700 2.975 2.2 
D. Professional Education. ‘Index Basis 1922 E 

1922 100.0 100.1 
1925 , . 1580 113.0 
1928 204.0 124.0 2 
1931 147.0 91.0 12 
1934 117.0 57.5 51.5 
1937 103.0 57.5 57 
1938 109.0 65.0 93.5 


College 


TABLE FOURTEEN 


Income Range of Lawyers Answering Survey 


1922-192 
Per 
Amount of 






8-1938 


Cent Distribution 
Gross Income 


Income 1922 1928 1938 
All Lawyers 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Less than $1.000 3 6 10.2 
$1,000-2.499 16.9 13.4 32.1 
$2,.500-4.999 30.8 23.0 29.5 
$5.000-7,499 10.3 14.7 11.7 
$7.500-9,.999 19.3 14.8 5.7 
$10,000-14,999 7.4 14.6 6.2 
$15,000-24,999 , 7.4 10.4 3.1 
$25,000 & More 5.9 ye 1.4 


Per Cent of 
90 
50 «(Median 


10 . 20,000 22 
* For eonvenience in tabulation, 
a net loss for the year. 


Percentile 


600 
this 


Distribution 

Lawyers ‘Income Level Exceeded by Indicated Per cent of Lawyers 
$2,050 2,200 5 

75 P ao Dee tee 1 
5,025 7,075 
25 9,450 12,575 


995 
675 


3,150 
5,600 
10,325 
includes lawyers reporting 


1934 1937 1938 
3,625 4,025 3,625 
2,915 2,525 2,950 


2,625 2.600 2,600 
3,050 3.950 3,100 
3,000 2,175 2,625 
4050 4.100 3.650 
3,125 3,225 2,925 
3.975 4,125 3,625 
4.300 3,575 3,375 


3,525 4,150 3,925 
3,600 4.050 3,975 


hiil + ° ley 
tabulated separately 


Cumberland, Gloucester, Somerset an 






























































Indicated Years 


d Warren 


1922 Equal 100.0 
1934 1937 1938 


96.0 63.0 55.0 
50.5 44.0 52.0 
46.5 45.0 45.0 
6.0 70.0 55.0 
54.5 41.5 46.0 
77.5 78.0 59.5 
62.5 64.5 56.5 
79.0 82.5 125 
98.0 82.0 77.0 
82.0 103.0 98.0 
117.0 131.0 129.0 








Questionnaire. 


Net Income 


1922 1928 

100.0 100.0 100.0 
2.7 24 19.0 
24.6 18.8 34.1 
33.2 27.4 28.0 
15.6 19.5 8.3 
8.7 11.9 49 
6.9 9.8 3.5 
5.1 6.1 13 
32 4.1 0.8 





1.550 1,750 525 
2,400 2.850 1,225 
4.175 5.350 2.425 
7,350 8950 ~4,450 
13,850 15.300 7.725 
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(Continued from page 9) 
low incomes in these outlying 
counties. 


The Income Data Seem Repre- 
sentative 

These income data are derived 
wholly from the questionnaires 
furnished by those lawyers who 
participated in the survey. Be- 
cause of the fact that the dis- 
tribution of responses varied 
from the known distribution of 
lawyers in New Jersey, it seemed 
important to: make every possi- 
ble check to prevent arriving at 
any misleading conclusions. 

It is possible, from the known 
data about all lawyers, to adjust 
the data collected by the survey 
so that they will be arranged in 
proportions exactly comparable 
to the distribution of all lawyers 
in relation to a particular char- 
acteristic. For instance, the sur- 


vey responses might contain 
more young lawyers and fewer 
experienced lawyers than is 


actually the case. From Chapter 
one, it is known that this actu- 
ally occurred. Therefore, by ap- 


plying the ranges of income for | 


lawyers of varying degrees of 














there was 
the average 
the ‘heigh- 
per cent of 


through 1938, 
little change, 
income being 

borhood of 60 
the 1922 level. 
The decline in lawyers’ in- 
comes after 1922 
siderably more 

than the decline 
average income 
eral population. 
The decline was experienced 
by lawyers of every age and 
type of experience, although 
it was particularly felt by 
lawyers practicing five or 
fewer years. 

The decline in lawyers’ in- 
comes was most marked in 
the chief centers of popula- 
tion, least evident in rural 
or quasi rural areas 

In every year studied law- 
yers’ incomes ranged froin 
net losses up to annual in- 
comes in six figures. For 
the mass of lawyers (80 per 
cent) the range was between 
$2,000 and $20,000 in 1922; 
between $1,000 and $10,000 
in 1938. 

Although these income data 
apply specifically only to 
the lawyers participating in 
the survey, one third of the 


in 


t 


Was con- 
precipitous 
in the 


of the gen- 


wo 











experience to the known propor- members of the state ome, 
tions of lawyers, the income | seems reasonably safe to use 
data can be reconstructed to them in relation to the ¢x- 
overcome the probable bias be- perience of the bar as a 
cause of the over-representation whole. 
of young lawyers in the survey In this chapter, the intent has 
data. The same thing can be peen merely to cast light on 
done with respect to geographic trends in lawyers’ incomes since 
distribution and by membership 1922 and in the range of their 
in the state bar association. earnings. In the chapters which 
The results of an attempt to follow, the income data are 
correct the survey data on the thoroughly analyzed relation 
range of gross incomes by ad- ;, specific economic and social 
justing for the probable error factors. Knowledge of these fac- 
resulting from bias in the sam- tors may. it is hoped, help 
ple is depicted in Table Fifteen devising plans to overcome the 
Refer to Table Fifteen. serious economic plight 
The degree of correlation be- which, as this chapter s learly 
tween the direct tally and each shows, many New Jersey 1aw- 
of the adjusted tallies is grati- vers find themselves 
fyingly high. The only item on Chapter Il 
which the survey data may be The sepen Five Years of Practice 
critically in error is in relation The lawyer in his first year o! 
to the low representation of practice has several years of 
older lawyers. Even here, the good hard work d of him 
margin of error is within ten before he can expe to rece 
per cent. In some types of study, more than a nominal incomé 
this might be significant, but Income Trends in the First Year 
here the difference between a of Practice. 
median income of $3,150 and The averag 
$3,475 does not see to modify lawyer in the te 1930's 
the meanings behind the econ- expect to receive tor 
omic data to any marked de- year’s work only about hall as 
gree much money as the lawyer ad- 
Summary mitted early in the 1920's b- 
In summary, it may be said ably earned 
concerning the trend, and In 1922, the median income oO 
ranges of lawyers’ incomes lawyers uring their first full 
1. That the average income year of practice was about $2,- 
rose sharply from 1922 000. (Gross, $2,050; net, $2,000) 
through 1928 and fell even- For three years the prospects of 
ly more sharply immediately newly admitted lawyers s emed 
thereafter. From 1934 to improve. In 1925, the n 
income of lawyers for the 
PRESS CLIPPINGS vear of practice was $2,875 
An intelligent service covering every $2,300 net 
English language newspaper circulated After 1925 however the 
in New Jersey 
IT 18 THE ONLY COMPLETE median first year income start- 
Sa nee , ed to fall, although the income 
THE N. J. PRESS CLIPPING level for experienced lawyers 
meriunervd was still rising. By 1937, the 
11 Hill St., Newark, N. J. median gross income of lawyers 
Mitchell 2-1850 : : al eaceniie « aal ioaiaalh 
in their first full year of prac- 
Prompt — Accurate — Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS of proceedings in Chancery and United States 
4 
CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate ; 
standing. P 
SEARCHES in New Jersey Supreme and United States ; 
Courts. ‘ 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at « 
Trenton. 
THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. | 
NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG 
ESSEX BLDG., TRENTON, N. J. 
NEWARK, N. J. Tel. Trenton 3438 
Tel MArket 3-2206 











tice was only $950, and the 
median net income was $900. In 
1938, the situation improved 


somewhat 

The Range of Income During 

the First Year of Practice. 

For newly admitted lawyers, the 
average” is quite representative 


of the groups as a whole. The 
income range among newly ad- 
mitted lawyers clusters closely 
around the “average” or “med- 
ian.’ 

Table Sixteen illustrates this 
point. Because of the narrow- 
ness of the range, the group in- 
tervals are $500, rather than 
$2,500 as in the tables used for 


lawyers generally. 

Refer to Table Sixteen. 

Over the seventeen year per- 
iod studied, eighty per cent of 
all lawyers answering the survey 
questionnaire who were admit- 
ted during that period received 
between $950 and $2,900 in gross 
income, between $900 and $2,500 
net income. 

Per Cent of Income Derived 
from Law Practice in First Year 

Nine out of every ten lawyers 
reported that they had only 
their law earnings to rely on 
during their firsts year of prac- 
tice, or only an_ insignificant 
amount of other income. 

Of the remaining tenth part 
of the legal profession, seven 
received less than half their in- 
come from the practice of law, 
during their first year of prac- 
while three received be- 
tween fifty and ninety per cent 
f their come from law work. 
Age at Time of Admission 


tie 
Lice, 





The median age at which New 
Jersey lawy enter the bar is, 
if the survey questionnaires 
provide an accurate guide, 
twenty-four years and _ seven 























months. In Table Seventeen, the 
iwyers reporting to the survey 
» ( lassed < rding to the age 
it whicl tase c were adn ted 
Refer Table Seventeen 
As this table shows, few law- 
ers ter passing 
h iirt None is 
ed ) I ne ag 
1 
I g ss of la ers seem to 
ive signifi cantly high f firs 
ir incomes s true of the 
ofessio These are 
\ rs admitted ige t nty- 
yne, and those ere ad- 
ed at age thirty or r 
Refer to Table Eighteen 
Why should the lawyers whi 
yme into the Bar at the ex- 
tremes yf chronological age 
show this favorable income po- 
ion? The survey staff does 
ot know. It has been suggested 
hat perhaps the lawyers ad- 
n to practice at age twen- 
tv-one are brilliant students 
precocity helps them 
a rapid start: that law- 
admitted after reaching 
irties are stable, success- 
men who have an immediate 
following on being admitted to 
the bar. All this is but con- 


however 


jecture, 
Place of Practice and Income in 
First Year 


The income experience of 
newly admitted lawyers in ten 
representative communities 
differs only in detail In 
Table nineteen the range of 


net income during the first year 
of practice received by lawyers 
starting to practice in these ten 


cities has been tabulated. 

Refer to Table Nineteen 

The widest income range for 
newly admitted lawyers was to 
be found in Jersey City. The 
distribution in Newark and 
Paterson covered an equally 
wide range but there were 
fewer lawyers. relatively. whose 


incomes approached the ex- 
tremes of inadequacy and la- 
vishness. Lawyers practicing in 
Atlantic City seemed to have 
had the most difficult time in 
their initial year 
General Education and the 
Young Lawyer 

During the seventeen years 


from 1922 through 1938, many 
changes occurred in the educa- 
tional background of candi- 
dates for admission to the bar. 
Of the lawyers admitted in 
1922 or earlier, 52 per cent had 
no academic education beyond 
high school. Of those admitted 


























was 15 per cent in the 

year period from 1923 th; 

1925, and 39 per cent ip 

three year period  1933.; Cot 

Does this indicate that the . or to 7 

tural level of member er 

bar is rising? It may. but aie 

is also the possibility 5 ie 

pliance with technical reg Gav b: 

ments of the admission ofl. sproucl 

of law schools attended py .. a 

didates for admission ¢ 

New Jersey bar. ming 
Changes have also occurres a 


the type of profession 
tion achieved by 





candida 















between 1935 and 1937, 52 per @dmission to the bar. yg 
cent held baccalaureate degrees Twenty analyzes the bagi 
from standard colleges. law school attendance of ns 
The number of lawyers whose admitted lawyers over ‘he ye 
academic education includes one for which income dita y 
or more years of college without gathered in the surve ed 
completion of a course leading 
to a degree has also risen. It (Continued on page 1! .¢ g 
————_———— de 
TABLE FIFTEEN E 
Range of Gross Incomes of New Jersey Lawyers. Compz:risop th 
Direct Tally of Survey Schedules and Adjusted Data after Com f would 
tion for Bias in Age and Geographic Distribution and in Per(am ... -,, 
of Members of State Bar Association. nee - 
Distribution after Correction for Bia; feats 
Memy r ie 
Gross Annual Direct Age Geographic In rtunities 
Income 1938 Tally Distribution Distribution Bar sg. oo l 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 a ea 
Less than $1,000 10.2 9.3 10.8 p apore 
$1,000-2,499 32.1 29.7 31.3 h aid A 
$2,500-4,999 29.5 28.3 29.3 2 Program 
$5,000-7,499 11.7 12.9 11.4 1 ic nt 
$7,500-9,999 5.7 6.0 5.3 F te 
$10,000-14.999 6.3 8.0 6.2 a 
$15,0000-24,999 3.1 40 3.2 S ne 
$25,000 & More 14 1.8 is 5 er 
TABLE SIXTEEN ir 
Income Range of Responding Lawyers During Their ak a 
First Year of Practice Gay bas 
(Per Cent Distribution) ina peri 
Amount of Income Received Gross N mpossible 
In First Year of Practice Income catic 
Total 100.0% eee 
Less than $1,000 37.5 n itted Law 
$1,000-1,499 24.1 Y g the 
$1,500-1,999 14.7 d since 
$2,000-2,499 8.6 
$2.500-2,999 5.0 s vm 
$3,000-4.999 6.0 : tio! 
re 3.0 . al 
ded by Nine ou to 
wy ina . _ Sv0u S d to earli 
Median $1.250 rar 
Only On Tat 
Ss 2990 9 r i 
t tk 
TABLE SEVENTEEN hig 
Lawyers Responding to Survey 9g) 
Classified by Age at Time of St: 
Their Admission to Bar. —— 
(Per Cent Distribution) 
t Admissior Per Cen as 
190.0 5: s 
s 13.4 pies 
22 13.7 i Cnapte 
53 14. m the Sec 
24 14.3 h Year 
25 14.0 - 
26 9.4 the 
2% 4 : 
28 32 lin 
29 3.3 ate 
30-34 Years 5.8 ion 
35 Ye ar nd Ov 2 5 a 
N Reported 1.3 ery 
ish 
TABLE EIGHTEEN he inco 
Median Income of New Jersey Lawyers in First Year of Practic¢{: pra ing 
Age at Time of Admission. Gross and Net Income [ata 
Age of Admiss Median Ye In 
Gross New 
All ers $1,250 $1 
21 1.450 14 
22 1,175 1 
23 1,175 
24 1,175 - 
25 1,275 a 
26 1,250 
27 1,333 
28 1,200 
29 1,100 
30 Years or More 2.100 
TABLE NINETEEN 
Range of Net Income Received by New Jersey Lawyers in heir fi 


Year of Practice in Selected Communities. Per cent Distribu 


Range of Net Income in First Year 


Less 
Community Total than 

$1,000 
New Jersey 100.0 48.2 
Atlantic City 100.0 64.0 
Camden 100.0 52.0 
Elizabeth 100.0 53.0 
Jersey City 100.0 64.6 
Montclair* 100.0 40.0 
Newark 100.0 45.2 
New Brunswick* 100.0 46.7 
Paterson 100.0 52.0 
Perth Amboy* 100.0 38.1 
Trenton* 100.0 66.6 


*Number too small for significant 


as rough guide 


$1,000 1,500 2,000 2,500 


to to to to 
1,499 1,999 2,499 2,999 49 
22.1 118 %79 4.6 
12.0 160 80 0.0 
140 100 80 10.0 
os ae a) ee 
isa «| 66206=Ci8CO 
00.0 200 20.0 20.0 
249 126 78 42 
26.6 000 0.0 13.3 
18.0 100 100 6.0 
278 95 95 95 
143 00 48 48 
per cent distribution bu 
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: did the lawyer admitted in 1921 | ceived by lawyers in their conclusion to be drawn from CHAPTER FOUR 
23 Legal Survey or 1924 in his first vear first year of practice has them. None-the-less, it seems The economic status of the Bar 
ent ky -.ntinyed from page 10) The average per cent of gain been as follows. From 1922 fair to Point out that during = a hee ne eae o 
935- a : spaiaatiebtin — from the second through the through 1925, upward; From the 1920 s, admission to the bar chapter es an on _ - 
lat the ser to Table Twenty. fifth year of practice was steadi- | 1925 through 1934, down- was attainable with much Genesee faced by —— = 
bers of (MB. that the proportion of ly declining for most of the per- ward: From 1935 through ¢greater.care than has prevailed yers, depicted in chapter three 
y, but tdll-ors admitted after prepara- jiod covered by this survey. 1938, static, veering upward. oefore or Since. In saying this, naturally lead up to the topic of 
ty of all in a law school on a full Refer to Table Twenty-Two. (See also Chapter Two.) there is no inherent adverse re- this chapter, the income dis- 
Cal reguy » day pasis decreased from The average lawyer admitted| 2. The range of incomes re- ‘lection on the Board of Bar ‘tribution among experienced 
Sion ofall through 1928 only to jump jn 1920 more than doubled his ceived by lawyers in their Fxaminers or an the law schools, ‘lawyers. 
ded by oil, ‘to a level above that for gross income from 1922 through first year of practice has “r on the attorneys with whom rere the fact which stands out 
ion to @ and earlier years. Note also 1925. The lawyer admitted in been narrow throughout the shey served their clerkship. The most conspicuously is the wide 
4 trend to and away 1996 increased his average in- period studied and has 1920's were a transition period range over which the incomes 
na dance at evening law come only fifty per cent from tended to become even mare during Riera older | informal of experienced lawyers’ are 
" is before and after 1931, the second through his fifth restricted during the 1930’s. methods were breaking down spread. In table 25, the income 
the newhat similar trend year of practice. For the lawyer 3. Few young lawyers received before mass education of law- 


range among reporting lawyers 
practicing for more than ten 
years in each of the years for 


yrt-time day law school admitted in 1932, the gain was more than a small fraction yers from all social strata. Sub- 
on about the same. The lawver ad- of their first year income Stitute controls had not yet been 


1itted in 1929, data for whon from sources other than the established. It is, of course, not 






















































































































































r part of the excess ™ renga ge ; : which income data were assem- 
—— * tna wane average Nave been omitted from this practice of law, or in related Clear that they have been estab- bled is presented. 
er «he ys the seventeen year average (Oe ene a work lished yet. The findings of this ; 
: ’ ; PA f admissions table for lack of space, gained WOrk. ; - The trend among experienced 
Gita wiry number of aamissions, a en ge GE ay OE survey show that they are need- ‘ , , 
F ies. sak ed in Only 33 per cent. It is a hopeful acter it bo ; : : lawyers is consistent with the 
ve sted of lawyers prepared in : 4. The usual age for admission eq if the bar is to provide the : ; 
= i eS ht rin Sign, though not a very strong Rg OSE age anes ee: : < trends shown for all lawyers in 
time day law schools, or in : to the Bar is 24 years. The majority of its members with 6 
— a. nanle Sines 1 one, that the improvement in ee “= PO PN (hii, : f chapter two. It was upward 
e} Since 1931 e ange 9 I 
e 1). col apning schools. Since 1% nn inee on week when aa usual range is from 21 years economic security and the tra- fr 1922 t} gh 1928, down- 
seen a definite trend os ag A Bi Ab “ my through 26 years. Lawyers ditional social prestige which om 1922 through ow! 
DETS OI ne Dar ¢ 11tte in JIS f . eee acme <j 
fr attendance at such - , 4 ons the adr ail admitted at age 30 or after, |Jawyers have long enjoyed 
6 an -ompare te se aamitte n . lan F > | ace 16 . 
mparises th a greater propor- 2” an ) saihices A “gee or at age 21 received the (Continued on page 12, col. 1) 
; Seemann a a in 1929 may be sy omatic of Se ee ee ete 5 ae 
after Comm of would-be lawyers atten d- a ieeieiaamenaeal” tim og ii, highest first year average | TABLE TWENTY 
in Per(@™ j,y school on a full time eee ay ye aso ae incomes. Basis of Law School Attendance of Lawyers Responding to Survey 
P ssible explanation of pees 0: JOURS sawyers. 5. Slieht differences were | Questionnaire by Period of Admission to the Bar. (Lawyers Admit- 
for > = n the lack of job Relationship Between Income noted in the average income ted without Law School Attendance Excluded.) 
tre! si id J 4 10te n tne average lt ; 
: trend lie ae Level of Young Lawyers and gps ee Pasis of Law School Attendance 
ic rtunities for youths out of a ng nt hy regs of first year lawyers in re- Day Day, Even’g Even’g 
mn » school or college. If they a eee oF ; ity lation to place of practice.| Per Cent Distribution by Full Part Full Part Day- 
10 s afford to do so, and with As a phase of studying the| The lowest average first rier of Admission — a. ory Time Time Even’g 
ogee? af sa : AS C ’ _ ; AP ota Baas J. ‘ , 25.2 2 
ven aides as the NYA Student question “Are there too many year income level was Te- 11999 or earlier py = 2 , 13 
2m Program, and the preceding jawyers?”, data were tabulated ported by Atlantic City law- | 1923 to 1925 100.0 406 236 236 7 115 
LBs st nt Aid Programs, it ¢orrelating the average incomes yers; the highest, by Mont- |1$26 to 1928 100.0 31.7 29.1 27.1 2.6 9.5 
s easier to afford school at- of lawyers practicing five or clair lawyers. The widest ae re 94 . , = 372 269 280 24 £55 
dance then in earlier years, fewer years with the number of range was in Newark and 1935 to 1937 1000 aa oa as y ry 
gents were freer to attend jawyers answering this descrip- Jersey City. | ;' é. 
or other advanced tion. It seems obvious that an| 6. More and more lawyers are TABLE TWENTY-ONE 
| institutions on a full increase in the number of young completing four years of National Origin of Newly Admitted White Lawyers 
Their day basis. What will hap- jawyers is accompanied by a re- academic work in a stand- a Distribution by Tine of Aa 
: ieciatihes ’ ’ Rg Tas es : mission 
na period of prosperity 1t quction in average income of ard college before entering | y- tional 1922 or 1923 1926 1929 1932 1935 
Nefxpossible to forecast. young lawyers. The data (Table law school, and an increas- | Origin earlier 1925 1928 1931 1934 1937 1938 
I National Origin of Newly twenty-three) which illustrate ing number are taking some Be swev ‘s , ; 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
l : ae ae , : ative Born o 
j Lawyers is , J re con- college work before going to |N@ “ - . D 
ihn inageendl ‘it wed en would Se mene 69 rig Po [Native Parents 59.0 450 315 245 35.5 35.5 38.0 
9 ing the years that Nave vincing if during the period law schoo | Native Born of 
ed since 1922, a number Of covered the general economic 7. The proportion of newly ad- | Foreign or Mixed 
hanges have occurred conditions of the country were mitted lawyers who studied | Parents se 36.0 45.5 58.55 66.5 59.5 62.0 59.5 
8 : } — : “ : y , 5 € 5 95 © 
Mate national origin of the gtatic. or consistent. Nonethe- law as full time day stu- | Foreign Born 5.0 9.5 10.0 9.0 5.0 2.5 2.5 
rz men and women seeking less, it is significant to restate dents has risen sharply dur- | TABLE TWENTY-TWO 
i to the bar, as COM- what has been pointed out be- ing the 1930’s. The number | Range of Gross Income in Second and Fifth Years of Practice of 
$90. Md to earlier years. fore that the average income of increased during the 1920's} Responding Lawyers Admitted in 1920, 1926, and 1932. 
l eer to Table Twenty-One. young lawyers declined from but the percentage fell be- | Per Cent Distribution 
f -in this table which 3995 through 1928 when the “aus f «§the ab lly Income in Second and Fifth Years of 
9 5 factor ir S le siege 1925 through 92 V 1 cause of the a norma Y | Gross Lawyers Admitted In 
d t beyond everything general business index of the large number of candidates | Income 1920 1926 1932 
high per cent of laW- nation’s economic status was for admission prepared in | Range 2d Yr. 5th Yr. 2d Yr. Sth Yr. 2d Yr. 5th Yr. 
sign white stock, US- cteadily rising. part time or evening law Totals . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
States Bureau of the ‘or to Table Twenty-Three o% since 1931 there has Less than $1,000 0.0 0.0 3.4 0.6 20.2 8.2 
ee | a On Seen. See ee classes. Since 1931 there has | ¢1 900-1,999 23.1 13 194 10.7 444 286 
minology. This same The Law Clerkship and the Pro- been a trend away from the | $2.:000-2,999 ; 33.4 179 273 221 252 326 
was observed for the fessional Start latter type of professional | $3,000-4,999 . 23.1 17.9 27.3 35.6 7.1 20.4 
asi 1s a whole in Table The survey developed no training. ee en ; ; reg: 1 Ts es _ 8.2 
‘ ‘ : ‘ $7.5 z re K 33. 3 Bes : 2. 
ipter one. startling facts about the infl-| g ‘The rate of gain in lawyers {5900 & More 3 3 3 1.0 ) 
m the Second through the ence of the type of law clerk- incomes from the second to TABLE TWENTY-THREE 
Year ship served and success during the fifth year has fallen | Median Gross Income of Reporting Lawyers Completing Fifth Year 
second through the the early years of practice from 125 per cent in 1922 to of Practice in Indicated Year, and Number of Lawyers Completing 
the income of lawyers Approximately equal numbers 1925, to 45 per cent in 1934 vie lg of Practice in Such Years. Numerical and Rank Dis- 
. : aa s ao ve ir ym. 
limbs upward. But of young lawyers served their and 1937. Lawyers Practicing Five Years or Less 
lated cases does he, clerkships with and without! 9 The average lawyer com- Rank 
m of five years Of sajary. Three out of every four pleting his fifth year of Median Gross Median Gross 
. } — , ’ 13] + an . fear yu > 4 some N -r some 
nd himself in posses- seryed continuously while the practice in 1937 had a lower been — eo — — 
° : ‘ ‘ te S,ILe ‘ 
vish income. Further- remainder served intermittently. income in that year than 1925 ; 855 3,450 6 1 
necome range of law- The average duration of the the lawyer admitted in 1921 jg992 ‘ , 1,401 3,000 5 2 
of Practict Ms pr ‘ing from two to five jaw clerks — since 1922 is con- received for his first fuli 1931 _...... ss ipnddve suet 2,169 1,950 1 4 
me [)ata. Hrs shows that on the average siderably shorter than it was for year of practice. 1934 7 mee 1.888 1,550 2 7 
nan ] se his fifth eae +n 1999 as ate “ea ; 1,578 1,625 3 5 
Year I completing his fi the lawyers admitted in 1922 or 49. A definite correlation was 1938 ' , 5 1,421 1,700 5 4 
Ne: Me of practice in 1937 or 1938 earlier. For the latter group, the observed between the in- 
$1.03 ed lower income than average length of clerkship was crease in the number of TABLE TWENTY-FOUR —_ 
- 20.2 months. Since 1922, the lawyers practicing five years Length of Clerkship Served Prior to Admission by 
. ag srkshi term is 15 r less. and the eduction in Responding Lawyers, by Period of Admission. _ 
average clerkship term 1s or less, and the Fe ~ Length of Period of Admission (Per Cent Distribution) 
Enjoy months. There is, however, a the average income of laW- Gjerkship All 1922o0r 1923 1926 1929 1932 1935 
V, ae considerable range in the dura- yers falling in this category. ‘«Months) Respon. Earlier 1825 1928 1931 1934 1937 1938 
7 va tion of the clerkship, as Table It was impossible, however, Total as oor a ey or ey ag 
7 Pea sae 2 or less . 0 J y 5. oD. ‘ 6.6 33.1 
- One Twenty-four shows. to isolate the factor of over- Be : 25.0 133 141 194 283 321 369 368 
this Spring Refer to Table Twenty-Four crowding from the inflence j9-94 «6.138 «1430 «14.7 «112 15.7 136 139 17.8 
Ye aie a Se One reason for the longer of the general business de- 25-36 a 18.0 26.7 23.6 15.8 15.0 13.3 14.8 8.5 
hor age wee ie perro : 92 149 46 72 55 89 78 38 
sored in Hampton Roads, army clerkship served by a consider- pression which occurred 37 = More a ‘a1 202 15 13 1B” 15 16 1B 
their M7. tt Monroe. Visit James- able proportion of the older more or less simultaneously. Median (months) lov 20. ‘ : 
: Di tribut ams ~*~ — ad re- lawyers is that this includes the (i. e., paid or unpaid, con- ____ 
par of Prag ioni | sega fj hg period they spent “reading law” tinuous or intermittent). 
500 5.00 1, graci ious a in lieu of law school attendance. 13. The type of clerkship, and 
a aa ) The high per cent of very the length of law clerkship l AW RIN [ ERS 
ff “37 short clerkships during the seemed to influence the first S ‘alist 
0 00 1920’s probably reflects the re- year income slightly if at . pecta 1STS 4 
1.0 «6.0 i} laxed star ndards of admissions all. The average length of CASES AND BRIEFS ON APPEAL 
= 7 te CHAMBERLIN which prevailed then. Now the time spent in a law clerk- ; 
»7 18 » tamerd slight. lei J f 
20 0. OLD POINT COMFORT.VA trend is gradually toward slight ship dropped after 1922. ARTHUR W. CROSS, mG. 4 
42 45 h 4 IDNEY BANKS ly longer clerkships. Since 1928, there have been New Jersey Division of 
- pd i > > “ = P 
33 0 (6. eee pa President Summary fewer clerkships of extreme- AN ES 
6.0 28 Ralph J. Hewles The chief points demonstrated ly short duration. P DICK PRESS, INC. 
95 48 ‘gue 426 Manager Ci RE FP : git , ‘ 71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK, N / 
. Qs : a eel by this chapter may be epitom- The interpretation of these 
48 95 ak JAMESTOWN, YORKTOWN y this chapter ma} : Ps «eee Ts : Te.terpHone MARKET 3-4994 
n but i LIAMSBURG. LANGLEY FIELD € ized as follews: findings must largely be left to ; 
1. The trend in incomes re- the reader. There is no single _ a a ee a ee ees we Bs 
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Legal Survey 


‘Continued from page 11) 
ward from 1931 through 1934, 
and leveling off in 1937 and 1938. 

It is a matter of choice whe- 
ther to be more 
the fact that even in the worst 
year, one in every ten experi- 
enced lawyers responding to the 
Survey reported gross income of 
$14,500 or more, or by the re- 
verse of this point, that even in 
the best year, one in every ten 
lawyers practicing more than ten 
years had a net income of less 
than $2,700. 

This last figure seems a small 
return for any professional man 
in a prosperous year. But there 
are probably few occupations in 
which as many as ten per cent 
of these following it have in- 
comes of just short of $13,000 or 
more, or net incomes of $11,000 
or more, as is the._case among 
lawyers. 

Refer to Table Twenty-Five. 
The Characteristics of Finan- 
cially Successful Lawyers 

Assuming a net income of 
$10,000 or more in 1938 as being 
a measurement of financial suc- 
cess in the practice of law, the 
following paragraphs summarize 
the characteristics of lawyers 
who have established themselves 
as practitioners with substantial 
earning power. 


1. 93 per cent have been ad- 
mitted to the bar for 10 
years are more. 

2. 84 per cent have been ad- 
mitted to the rank of coun- 
sellor for seven or more 
years. 

3.96 per cent received 75 per 
cent or more of their net in- 
come from the practice of 
law. 

4. 54 per cent are specialists 


although only 38 per cent of 


all reporting lawyers have 
specialties 

5. 96 per cent are native born 
and 68 per cent have native 
born parents, again going 
contrary to the proportions 
revealed for the study as 
whole. 

6. 75 per cent had fathers who 
were business or professional 
men 

7. 40 per cent attended private 
secondary schools, although 
only 24 per cent of all re- 


porting lawyers received this 
type of secondary education 
8. Only 40 per cent hold aca- 
demic baccalaureate degrees 
from colleges or universities 
90 per cent attended 
school, but only 70 per cent 
reported law degress 
9. 60 per cent practice in cities 
of 100,000 more ' popula- 
tion. This is a slight ad- 
vantage over smaller cities 
10. All are male and white 
These summary paragraphs 
show that the very largest in- 
comes are _ received relatively 
most often by urban lawyers of 
at least ten years standing. Law- 
yers who specialized, and lawyers 
who are graduates of private 
schools seem to have a slight 
economic advantage over other 
experienced lawyers. 
The Comparative Status of At- 
torneys and Counsellors 
One of the features of the 
New Jersey Bar about which 
there are differences of opinion 
is the value of the “counsellor’s 
examination” to which practl- 
tioners of three years standing 
may be admitted Successful 
passage of this advanced ex- 
amination qualifies the practi- 
tioner to work in the higher 
courts and to become eligible 
for appointment to judicial and 


iaw 


or 


impressed by 


other posts in the public service 

In table 26, the normaf range 
of net income among all lawyers 
practicing for more than 10 
years has been subclassified to 
compare the income leyel among 
experienced counsellors, and 
among experienced lawyers who 
have never qualified as counsel- 
lors. As most lawyers, apparent- 
ly, do eventually become coun- 
sellors, the number of experi- 
enced lawyers who are still 
classed as attorneys only is re- 
latively small. Hence these data 
may be subject to “errors of 
concealed classification.” A dif- 
ference in the income level of 
two or three lawyers might 
change the figures considerably. 


Refer to Table Twenty-Six. 

Despite these qualifications, 
the differences between the up- 
per and lower limits of the nor- 
mal range as well as the differ- 
ence in its central point as be- 
tween counsellors practicing in 
that capacity for eight years or 
more and lawyers who are still 
only attorneys although practi- 
cing for ten or more years are 
sufficiently marked to draw the 
inferences that on the whole the 
most successful lawyers, as far 


as incomes are concerned, have 
taken and passed their “coun- 
sellor’s” examination. 


There were exceptions to this 
rule, as there were several prac- 
titioners earning well over $10,- 
000 in 1938 who had qualified 
only as attorneys, although ad- 
mitted in 1928 or earlier 

Nothing in the discussion 
touches upon the question of 
whether the counsellors are in- 
trinsically better lawyers. All 
that is to be inferred is that the 
normal income 


range among ex- 


perienced counsellors is well 
above that for attorneys of ter 
or more years standing 
The Income Experience of Law- 
yers Admitted 1910-1914 

In chapter two, the income 
experience of lawyers admitted 
to practice was discussed 
terms of trends in the general 
income level. The income level 
of these experienced lawyers 
1938 was actually lower than i 
had been in 1922, when they 
were sixteen years younger id 
proportionately less experienced 

The range of income among 


this group is an even more si 


nificant subject to explore. Thi 
is the purpose of table 27 
Refer to Table Twenty-Seven 
The account of the incomes of 
this group of lawyers, consisting 
of fewer than 100, is given in this 


much detail because it traces the 


ebb and _ flow prosperity 
among practitioners who have 
been established, in terms of ex- 
perience, all through the period 
studied. Nine out of ten among 
them are counsellors, all but a 
few of these had attained this 
status prior to 1922 

Although the general level of 


incomes among these  practi- 
tioners had by 1937 and 1938 re- 
verted to that existing in 1922, 
the range was considerably 
broader. None sustained a net 
until 1931. Several did s 
annually in later years with the 
exception of 1934. 

On the other hand, the num- 
ber of very large incomes re- 
ported by lawyers admitted be- 
tween 1910 and 1914 was almost 


loss 


three times as great in 1937 and 
1938 as in 1922, and somewhat 
greater than in 1925 


The result these data make is 
something of a paradox. It 
satisfying, on the whole, to learn 
that of a group of lawyers ad- 
mitted in a five year period ap- 
proximately twenty-five years 
before the date of the survey, 


is 


never fewer than one third had 
net incomes of $7,500 or more. 
But it is profoundly disturbing 
to discover that the proportion 
receiving net incomes of less 
than $2,500 has steadily risen, so 
that in 1937 and 1938 nearly one 
in every four of these experi- 
enced lawyers were in this class. 
Summary and Conclusion 

It would be possible to go on 
almost indefinitely exploring the 
variations possible in the pre- 
sentation of data about lawyers’ 
incomes, particularly among 
practitioners who have been 
members of the Bar for several 
years and have developed a wide 
diversity of income and other 
economic characteristics. 

In this chapter only the high- 
lights have been given, which 
are that whether duration of 
practice is the criterion, or the 
experience over 16 years of a 
group of lawyers admitted at 
about the same time, the lower 
limit of the range of income 
has been moving gradually 
downward. This is somewhat less 
true of experienced lawyers than 
of new lawyers, but the conclu- 
sions offered in chapter two 
have equal applicability in rela- 
tion to the data presented here. 


PART THREE 


Other Factors Affecting 
Lawyers’ Earnings 
Chapter Five 
Regional Differences in the In- 
comes of New Jersey Lawyers 
Lawyers’ incomes range over 
every possible income level in 
communities of every population 
class. Neither the big cities, nor 
the suburbs, nor the rural or 
resort areas have a monopoly of 
lawyers with large, small or 

moderate incomes. 

Non-the-less, as Chapter Two 
indicated in Tables Eleven and 
Twelve there is a_ certain 
amount of spread in the average 
income level among the several 
Using 1938 net income 
as a basis for demonstra- 
the median net income 
the state as a whole was $2,425 
For Bergen County, the median 
net was $2,925, or $500 
above the state ave For 
Hudson County, the median net 
income was $1,950, which is $475 
less than the state average. The 
average difference between th 
net income level in any one 
county and for the state 
whole was $232.50. 

At the of the survey, thé 
highest ave incomes were 
found in counties where highly 
concentrated business operations 


wmnti 
-Ountiles 


date 


ti 


10n, for 


nceome 


rage. 


as a 


time 


rage 


had not penetrated to the ex- 
tent that they have in the large 
industrial cities. The highest 
average gross incomes’. were 


found among lawyers practicing 
in counties of fewer than 50,000 
inhabitants, with _ residential 
Bergen County second. The high- 
est average net incomes were 
found in these same two cate- 
gories, although Bergen County 
lawyers reported a higher aver- 
age net income for 1938 than 
did lawyers in the more sparsely 
populated counties. 

Eighty per cent of all lawyers 
in counties of less than 50,000 
population had net incomes in 
1938 between $1,225 and $5,400. 
Eighty per cent of all lawyers in 
counties of from 50,000 to 99,999 
population had net incomes 
ranging from $1,100 to $8,150 in 
1938.) 

For the state as a whole, more 
than ten per cent of all lawyers 
had net incomes of less than 
$1,000 in 1938, and the range was 
from somewhat less than $1,000 
to $7,725. The widest range was 
found in counties of from 100,000 


to 199,999 population where the 
range was from less than $1,000 
up to $9,025, the average being 
$2,450, only $25 above the state 
average level. 

?{aterial to analyze these com- 
ments in detail appears in Table 
28, which contains the range of 
gross and net incomes by coun- 
ties of reporting lawyers in 1938. 

There are relatively more law- 
yers who reported net losses in 
the counties of less than 100,000 
than in the larger counties but 
there are relatively more lawyers 
earning less than $2,500 annual- 
ly in the populous counties. Per- 
haps this is a reflection of the 
fact that the small city lawyer 
has to stand on his own feet. He 
practices as an individaul or as 
a partner. Thus it is quite possi- 
ble for lawyers to loss money. 
In the large cities, there is a 
substantial body of lawyers who 
are employed, often at very 
modest salaries by other lawyers 
or by corporations. They do not 
make very much money but they 
seldom report actual losses. 


Refer to Table Twenty-Eight. 
To summarize this phase of 
the survey, the normal range of 
income tends to be widest in the 
large counties where there are 
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TABLE TWENTY-FIVE as 
Income Range Among Reporting Lawyers Practicing More Tyg 2©0™€S. 
Ten Years in Enumerated Years. Per Cent Distribution pointed 
Range of Received by Lawyers of 10 or More Years Stané higher p 
Income in 1922 1925 1928 1931 1934 193 aie 
A Gross Income agrees 
Total 100.0 109.0 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. nere 
Under $2,500 6.6 3.6 3.7 6.5 16.4 17 2 i 
$2,500-$4,999 20.6 19.8 14.2 32.0 24.0 23.4 2 
$5,000-$7,499 19.1 16.2 12.0 16.3 19.6 21 3 
$7.500-$9,.999 13.3 16.7 16.9 13.7 12.6 10.3 ays 
10,000-14,999 147 156 203 120 146 16 aes from 
15,000-24,999 12.5 15.6 18.0 11.5 8.1 6.7 ave been s 
25,000 & More 13.2 12.5 14.9 8.0 4.7 44 2 level dui 
Gross Income Level Exceeded by Indicated Per Cent of R Fourth 
90 Per cent $2,925 $3,300 $3,600 $2,775 $1,550 $1,475 Siege 
50 Per cent $8.200 $9.125 10800 $6,775 $6225 $6 and to 
10 Per cent 25,000 25,000 25,000 23.250 18.500 16 gm Second | 
B. Net income pe Fifth a 
Total 100.0°: 100.0 100.0% 100.0 100.0% 100. ] v sli 
Net Loss 0 5 4 1.1 1.6 2.2 
Under $2,500 144 9.1 8.0 147 224 27 fae Tae, 
$2,500-$4,999 228 21: 88 253 306 30: : Ni 
$5.000-$7,499 20.4 21.8 20.3 19.4 17.8 16.4 
$7,500-$9.999 15.7 12.2 15.3 13.9 14.0 i | 
10,000-14,999 10.2 17.0 16.4 11.1 6.1 — 
15,000-24.999 87 91 115 100 5.0 5 ayant 
25,000 & More 7.8 9.0 9.4 4.5 a. 1 ; BS 
Net Income Level Exceeded by Indicated Per cent of R tt 
90 Per Cent $2.300 $2,550 $2.700 $1,875 $1,450 $1 een gross | 
50 Per Cent $5,975 $7,200 $7,900 $6,025 $4625 $4.2 yr nal 
10 Per Cent 22.475 23,900 24475 19500 12.850 13 - “ps 
*Median ™ 
hat the 
TABLE TWENTY-SIX is greates 
Normal Range of 1938 Net Income Among Experienced Law : ere 
Incomes of Experienced Counsellors and Those Remaining " on 
As Attorneys Compared - 
Net All Lawyers Counsellors L a in 
Income Admitted in Admitted in mo 
Range 1928 or Earlier 1931 or earlier abl 
Income Level Exceeded = ES 
by 90% of Respondents $1,225 $1,300 Under # ——— 
Income Level Exceeded aicuss 
by 50% of Respondents $4,050 $4,325 oe 
Income Level Exceeded PERS 
by 10% of Respondents $11,075 $12,250 —_— 
; ae nk J. Br 
TABLE TWENTY-SEVEN is F. Wels 


The Range of Gross and Net Income in Enumerated Years Re@j. 
ed by Lawyers Admitted to Practice in the Five Year Perit#P" + 4 















1910-1914. Per Cent Distribution ; pra 

Range of A. Gross Income Distribution Reported ‘4 the nam 
Income 1922 1925 1928 1931 1934 1937 A ois , 
Total 100.0 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100 ] ee - 
Under $1.000 0.0 0.0 0.0 13 2.6 3 Feet. Mo 
$1,000-$2,499 8.4 4.2 4.0 6.5 7.9 10.1 , — 
$2,500-$4,999 26.4 19.7 17.4 16.9 30.3 20.2 - 
$5,000-$7.499 264 12.7 12.0 20.8 14.5 22 - New 
$7,500-$9,999 15.3 23.9 10.7 14.3 11.8 89 3 
$10,000-14.999 83 15.5 18.7 15.6 15.8 12." 2 
$15,000-24.999 8.4 14.0 21.3 14.3 7.9 10.1 L | 
$25,000 & More 6.9 9.9 16.0 10.4 9.2 11.4. ot 

B. Net Income Distribution Reported in These + Publis! 
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0 7c 100 ii . 
Net Loss 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.6 0.0 3 @ Snnicks 
Under $1,000 14 0.0 0.0 2.6 3.9 i a & § 
$1,000-$2,499 9.9 5.6 5.3 66 143 192 + or 
$2,500-$4.999 40.9 25.3 19.8 27.6 35.1 29.5 = \ 
$5.000-87499 155 239 158 198 143 14 / No. Tk 
$7,500-$9,999 12.7 12.7 15.8 10.6 10.4 5 IMDEN. N 
$10,000-14.999 8.5 18.3 19.8 14.5 78 12.8 J Magi 
$15,000-24,999 8.5 8.5 13.2 11.9 10.4 7.6 ‘ALOGUE 
$25,000 & More 2.8 5.6 10.6 49 3.9 64 cee 
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mittee. They should be inter- 
preted very narrowly. They are 
based on the income experience 
of all reporting lawyers and in- 
clude lawyers working for other 
lawyers who have little or no 
overhead, as well as individual 
practitioners employing large 
office staffs. 

t is probable that a more ac- 
rents, secretarial service, and 
other things that comprise 
“overhead” cost relatively little. 
Particularly in the very large 
populated centers, these figures 
understand the average cost of 
conducting an office. The law- 
yers who are employed by other 
lawyers have little or no over- 
head. Lawyers may have heavy 
overheads, but this is distributed 
over several partners. The aver- 
age is thus brought down to a 
modest figure. In the counties 
where there are cities of from 
25,000 to 250.000 population, law- 
yers are likely to have to rent 
expensive offices, buy expensive 
furniture, and pay clerical sala- 
ries without being able to dis- 
tribute the cost over a large 
“partnership.” 

Lawyers’ Incomes in the Cnhiet 
Cities 

In Table 30, the net income 
data contained in Tables 28 and 
29 have been broken down in 
still another way. This time the 
income experience of lawyers 
practicing in cities of 100,000 or 
more population is compared 
with that of lawyers in the re- 
mainder of the state. The data 


utilized are the net income 
figures for the year 1938. 
Refer to Table Thirty. 
According to this table, the 


range is therefore wider in chief 
cities than it is in the remain- 
der of the state, but the income 
level is substantially lower. 

In a worksheet table, the net 
income range among lawyers 
practicing in the chief city of 
each Supreme Court District has 
been compared with the range 
for the outlying sections of the 
district. There is no great dif- 
ference. In the Seventh, Eighth 
and Ninth Districts, the normal 
income range of Newark, Jersey 
curate picture of the overhead 
costs, involved in the practice 
of law, could have been obtain- 
ed had the questionnaire asked 
specifically “What per cent of 
your gross income was absorbed 
in overhead?” 
the dif- 
and net 


is for 
gross 


The tendency 
ference between 
average incomes to narrow in 
the districts having very large 
cities and no sizeable cities. This 
is consistent with information 
abo the conditions under 
which lawyers practice. In the 
thi populated districts, office 
sity and Paterson lawyers prac- 
tically paralleled the normal in- 
come range of lawyers practicing 
elsewhere in these districts. The 
normal range was slightly wider 
in Atlantic City, Camden and 
Trenton than in the remaining 
sections of the First, Second and 
Fourth Districts, respectively, of 
which these cities are a part. 
The normal range in Elizabeth, 
however, in narrower than in 
the remainder of the Fifth Dis- 
trict. There are no cities of any 
size in the Third and Sixth Dis- 
tricts. 


WT 
ul 
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(To be continued in next issue) 


TABLE TWENTY-EIGHT 


The Range of Income Among 


Reporting Lawyers, Classified by 


County in Which Place of Practice is Situated. 1938 
Per cent Distribution 
A. Gross Income 


County of 


Under $2,500 $5,000 $7,500 $10,000 $15,000 $25,000 


Practice Total $2,500 4,999 7,499 9,999 14,999 24,999 & More 
All Counties 100.0 426 293 11.7 5.7 6.3 3.1 1.4 
Essex 100.0 428 309 12.1 4.3 5.6 3.4 0.9 
Hudson 100.0 509 246 12.0 4.2 5.2 1.4 7 
Bergen 100.0 36.7 283 10.7 12.9 7.6 23 1.5 
Union 100.0 410 31.0 12.9 5.8 $7 2.9 0.7 
Passaic 100.0 7.3 26.4 9.7 5.6 5.6 4.2 1.4 
Camden 100.0 346 33.7 144 2.9 10.6 1.9 1.9 
Middlesex 100.0 37.5 35.0 6.5 11.7 5.2 2.6 1.5 
100,000 - 
199.999 100.0 43.9 27.0 9.7 5.4 7.0 5.4 1.6 
Population ‘a) 
50,000 - 
99 999 100.0 390 23.7 18.6 1.7 10.2 5.1 i By i 
Population ‘b 
Ur ider 
50.000 100.0 23.7 44.7 106 158 2.6 2.6 
Population ‘c 
B. Net Income 

County of Net Under $2,500 $5,000 $7.500 $10,000 $15,000 
Practice Total Loss $2,500 4.999 7.499 9.999 14,999 & More 
All Counties 100.0 34 302 214 8.5 49 3.5 2.1 
Essex 00.0 3.7 485 28.6 7.9 4.7 43 2.0 
Judson 100.0 7 SS ZA 9.4 3.0 2.0 1.0 
Bergen 100.0 45 42.9 28.6 10.5 9.0 23 2.2 
Union 100.0 29 60.0 21.7 9.4 2.9 2.2 0.7 
Passaic 100.0 36 572 243 5.0 43 2.9 2.9 
Camden 100.0 2.77 455 27.7 10.7 iA 4.5 1.8 
Middlesex 100.0 13 49.2 33.3 8.0 53 a 
100,000 - 
199.999 100.0 18 529 26. 5.3 7 4.7 4.1 
Population ‘a 
50,000 

9.999 100.0 5.0 45.0 30.0 8.3 6.7 3.3 1.7 
Population db) 
Under = os 
50.000 100.0 5.1 38.5 8.5 7.7 2.6 2.6 5.1 
Population (c) 

C. Income Level Exceeded by Indicated Per Cent of Lawyers 

(Normal Range) 
County of 1. Gross Income 2. Net Income 
Practice 90% 50% (Median) 10% 90% 50% (Median) 10% 
Less than Less than 

All Counties $1,000 $3.150 $10,325 $1.000 $2,425 $7.725 
Essex ” $1, 000 $3. 075 $9,875"$1,000 $2,400 $8,050 
Hudson 1,000 600 8.900” 1,000 1,950 6,425 
Bergen 1,300 3623 10,900” 1,000 2,925 8550 
Union 1,025 2,923 9,700” 1,000 2,075 6,375 
Passaic 1.000 2.625 11,075” 1,000 1.975 17.500 
Camden 1.100 3,650 11,600” 1.000 2600 8.700 
Middlesex 1.175 3,375 9,800" 1,000 2450 6.875 
100.000-199.999 1.100 3,100 12.850” 1000 2450 9.025 
Population (a) 
30.000-99.999 1375 2925 13.425 1,100 2500 8.150 
Population ‘b) o 
U bales 50.000 1.475 3,975 9.250 1225 2.750 5,400 


Population ‘ic’ 


(a) 
(0) Burlington, Glouceste 
(c) Cape May, Hunterdon. Ocean, 








Atlantic, Mercer, Monmouth, Morris. 
or, Cumberland, Somerset, Warren. 


Salem. Sussex. 





TABLE TWENTY-NINE 


The Range of Income Among Reporting Lawyers, Classified by 
Supreme Court District in Which Place of Practice is 


Situated. 1938. 
A. Gross 


“Stes 


Fs wives £ 
miStrict O1 


Per Cent Distribution 


Income 


Under $2,500 $5,000 $7,500 $10,000 $15,000 $25,000 


Practice Total $2,500 4,999 7,499 9,999 14,999 24.999 & More 
FOCAl «..:... 100.0 426 293 11.7 §.7 6.3 3.1 1. 
First Dist. 1000 45.7 276 144 2.4 48 3.6 1.2 
Second ” 1000 340 340 148 2.6 10.5 2.6 a 
Third 100.0 423 28.2 7.7 115 ce 2.6 ae 
Fourth 100.0 338 246 10.7 6.2 10.7 9.3 4.6 
Fifth 100.0 408 324 106 7.9 5.6 2.8 0.9 
Sixth * 100.0 376 294 111 £106 7.1 2.4 1.8 
Seventh ” 1000 428 309 12.1 4.3 5.6 3.4 0.9 
Eighth ” 1000 509 246 12.0 4.2 5.2 1.4 1.7 
Ninth 100.0 466 27.3 10.0 5.3 5.3 4.0 1.3 
B. Net Income 
District of Total Net Under $2,500 $5,000 $7,500 $10,000 $15,000 
Practice Loss $2,500 4,999 7,499 9,999 14,999 & More 
Total .. 100.0 3.4 502 27.9 8.5 4.9 3.5 2.1 
First Dist. 100.0 48 53.6 27.4 3.6 6.0 1.2 3.6 
Second 100.0 3.3 456 28.5 9.8 6.5 4.1 2.4 
Third 100.0 29 45.6 34.2 7.1 4.3 5.7 ts 
Fourth 100.0 16 43.7 218 10.9 4.7 7.8 9.4 
Fifth 100.0 23 562 258 8.9 3.8 2.3 0.4 
Sixth 100.0 3.5 45.2 30.0 8.9 8.2 2.4 1.8 
Seventh 100.0 3.7 485 286 7.9 4.7 4.3 2.0 
Eighth 100.0 3.7 53.5 27.4 9.4 3.0 2.0 1.0 
Ninth 100.0 3.4 563 25.4 5.5 4.1 2.4 2.8 
C. Income Level Exceeded by Indicated Per Cent of Lawyers 
(Normal Range) 


District of 


Gross Income 


Net Income 


Practice 90% 50% (Median) 10% 90% 50% (Median) 10% 
Less than Less than 
Total $1 000 $3,150 $10,325 000 $2,425 $7.725 
First Dis strict 1,000 2,675 9,375 ” 1000 2,225 1,875 
Second 4 1125 3.675 12,300 ” 1,000 2,550 8,650 
Third 1.150 3,225 10,650 ” 1,000 2,575 17,500 
Fourth 1,350 4,150 19,200 ” 1,000 2,575 14,625 
Fifth 1075 3,275 9,775 ” 1000 2,200 6,575 
Sixth 1,300 3,650 11,000 ’ 1,000 3,575 8,175 
Seventh * 1,000 3,075 9,875 ” 1,000 2,400 8,050 
Eighth ” 1,000 2,600 8,850 ” 1,000 1,950 6,425 
Ninth * 1,000 2,825 10,575 ” 1,000 2,000 17,325 


Composition of Districts: First District—Atlantic, Cape May, Cum- 
berland and Salem; Second District—Camden and Gloucester; 


Third District—Burlington, 
trict—Hunterdon, Mercer 
and Union; 


and Sussex. 


Monmouth, and Ocean; 
and Warren; 
Sixth District—Bergen, Morris and Somerset: Seventh 
District-—-Essex; Eighth District—Hudson; 


Fourth Dis- 
Fifth District—Middlesex 


Ninth District—Passaic 


TABLE TWENTY-NINE—A 


Supreme Court 
District 
First 
Second 
Third 
Fourth 
Fifth 


I isin opssncoeprohigdl cnacniaptundeadni mai 


Seventh 
Eighth 
Ninth 


Average Difference Between 
Gross and Net 1938 Incomes 


$ 900 


TABLE THIRTY 


Range of Net Income Among Lawyers Practicing in Cities of 100,000 
of More Population and in the Remainder of the State. 
Net Income Per Cent Distribution. 


Place of Net Under $2,500 $5,000 $7,500 $10,000 $15,000 
Practice Total Loss $2,500 4999 7499 9,999 14,999 & More 
StateTot. 100.0 3.4 50.2 27.9 8.5 4.9 » F 2.1 
Cities 100.0 3.8 518 263 7.4 4.7 3.8 2.2 
Newark 100.0 3.9 49.5 27.1 at 5.0 43 32 
Jer. C. 100.0 4.2 58.0 24.6 7.8 2.4 1.8 1:2 
Paterson 100.0 3.6 54.2 26.5 4.8 48 2.4 3.6 
Trenton 100.0 2.4 41.4 19.5 9.8 7.3 12.1 7.3 
Camden 100.0 2.8 444 283 10.4 7.6 4.7 1.8 
Elizabeth 100.0 4.2 69.5 23.6 1.4 1.4 pete 

Bal. of 1000 28 479 29.9 9.4 5.1 3.0 1.9 





Judicature Society Elects 


Officers 


Washington, D. C.—At the an- 
nual meeting of the American 


Judicature Society held here to- 


day the following officers were 
elected: 

President: David A. Simmons, 
Texas 


Vice Presidents: 

John J. Parker, North Caro- 
lina 

Merrill E. Otis, Missouri 

Homer Cummings, District 
of Columbia 

Edward R. Finch, New York 


John G. Buchanan, Penn- 
sylvania 
Chairman of the Board, 


Thomas F. McDonald, Missouri 


Secretary, Herbert Harley, 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 
Assistant Secretary, Glenn R. 


Winters, Michigan 
Among the directors elected 


for the ensuing yedr were the 
following members of the New 
Jersey Bar: 

Arthur T. Vanderbilt of New- 
ark 

Robert Carey of Jersey City 

L. Stanley Ford of Hackensack 
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MEXICAN ATTORNEY 


Registered with Mewtoan Consulate. 
Graduate U. 8. Law Bones 
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LAW OFFICES 
Gustave L. Goldstein 


Ne k TE aes 


ttonal 
Loe Angeles, C 
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SHE! S SALI ‘ 
I Cha tf New ! I A b 
Orange Savings Bank, al J i ‘ ‘ a 
State f New Jersey tit I ‘ t i 1 i Sad 
slengar Corporatior a the ta t 1 sinant , le fendants k , 
State of New Jersey, gaged preu " ast . nf : « 
I tu for sale of iy ¥ t t t t ! ‘ i 4 . j by rt rt 
. ’ r facia t direct 
uted writ of y ] r " 
shall expose / t ) t * ¢ » Hous 
the Court , 
th twenty i t ta r > ] 
) y clock " ‘ 1 a i 
all the t i £ i t 
land and re y N J . 
ng in the w J i 
w Jersey r t | ‘ - . 
d by the t at t list J 
line of Clinton " t ' j f r re ' i, ns a 8 
of Farley t t ’ PY St ‘ t 4 ‘ 1 : 
ton Aven i beg rt ig ta ' t ! \ 
thirty never ty t th y m t ‘Ga ) t h 
minutes west, forty and thirteen wo Mart n t t! urtit sa t AY tt r i . P ws 
hundredths of a foot to the east- , ding know us the Mart Build t if Cutler Street Nortt ne ’ és 
erly lis of lot No map entitled ° . vbty i ¢ ~ ata ar t t i : t 
Map of property belonging to Union minutes w ’ at righ? ang t i ad ~ and t ¢ 
Building Company, mtuate in City of sect e hundr and twenty-sev foot , foot ; ) t . - 
Newark, Essex County, N Jersey" made ind eighty-on } iredt! f a foot t 1 saemees 4000s 5) ° . . , tes 
by Lehibach Brothers, irveyors June, ; a. a” on » ¢ ’ ee - , aes A t and pa 2 
w . p, to h i ’ » y ow n t I t ired “ ana ® 
1905, and filed in the Register’s office of jp ionging ¢ Crawford ther 1 , et ° ‘ ' + r " Sant 197 \ iths t t r 
said County; thence (2) northerly along o ane Geiehin dkcon”” cheemmenes oa oe : e —— a aaol Sot he st Ber t tt P . y 
sume, one hundred and twenty six feet and > a a - . - 4 “4 ‘ t ! St t rt rt 
tes t t f t : t t tf f ’ t t) 
forty. two hundredths of a foot (126.42) | j'S, West fw . oe oS ea : a he tye orn | degrees ¢ t ! ‘ 
to the southerly line of lot No. 49 on said ") st r. ar -- a . . sd ~ ae ; : ty-t ! t t st 
map; thence (3) along the same easterly th pe Pome — . oe ates Mee J . saan oe st vid Berg $ t ® 
at right angles to Farley Avenue, fifty one a 4 Agate ge . os , oe f th leg ty-t 4 east 
feet and forty four hundredths of a foot _ ame ' “ Yy 1 fort p * 1 - . A. “4 t 1 t it 
(51.44). more or less, to the westerly line pre - . : .. ‘ ‘ae + t . . 4 - Beg £ 7 
of Farley Avenue: thence (4) along same oe, am iredths te 4 iredtl : aot " x oh su ‘ s t r 
South twenty four degrees twenty one Broad | Street - y oe . . asters “4 - ; 
minutes West, one hundred and twenty | **™e north tw fies omg fe + ’ “@h . , , treet : ‘ > 
four feet and seventy three hundredths of | “St t y , I b ! °. 9 7 t 
a foot (124.73) to said northerly line of ning , . irk, N. J , iH > , ' Fort 
Clinton Avenue and plate of Beginning. rhis Phy x ae pay 7 ' t ” j “4 ! 

Being generally known and commonly) ™nt © the Amount ~ — ‘ : . sid 4 fourtag 
designated as Street Numbers 6549-551 ney . . seceetees _ preuess. and H . a t zs rthes 
Clinton Avenue, Newark,+ New Jersey Being now 1 No Broad 5 i 1 and’ Thirt v ( SY. See , ‘ y 

. So 2 Ag Et = ° th - HEN ‘ f a 

The approximate amount of the Decree owe , . — together th the t » . i \ ~ ‘ . 
to be satisfied by said sale fe the sum of | ‘ity of Newark et Decr Newark, N. J May od 1 1 , , - a 
Seventy-eight Thousand Five Hundred rh appre ite an t 4 z HENRY YOUNG, JI s Y ‘ -'< . ' . 

Ninety-nine Dollare and Thirty Cents | to be satisfied by said 1 s th - so i ‘ ‘ s $21 —_ - 
($78,599.30), together wita the costs of | T* vf I and Fight Hundr J Ma 22, 29, J f 
this sale Fifty the Dollar and Forty-four Cents 

To be sold subject as follows: Such a| (#24.853.44 together with tt sts of ‘ } "2 . 
atate of facts as an accurate survey may | this #a | SALI In Chancery of New I } 
disclose; reatrictions of record, if any Newark, N. J Apr 28, 1941 Jorsey Bet Ridg Holding ¢ ’ » . > A Said pr ses are k 
easements, if soning ordinances of PMENRY YOUN R $ ff ‘ A ® Stat New Jersey int : 1 et a 12 Grant Street 
City of Newark; taxes for the first quar it & Chana Sol'r $23.94 . am \ Kra r a 1 gaged SECOND RACT Pr 
ter of 1941 and prospective taxes for 1941 NILA May 8, 15, 22, 29 . hoof ' | fa { { rt th First Tract t 

*ter liens, if any tenancies . t tat rit of t 

Newark, J April 21, 1941 —}" 7 P tated writ { t . Reg g *) aster ps 

HENRY YOUNG JK Sheriff " ted. I sha expose r Street t a t ¢th I 
Frank J. Murray, Solr $26.46 , . , ? i st the Court | la t ‘ rev fty two feet and . r , 
3. Mey 1, @ 16. 32 \ X ' I adn t tentl t ! , J t t k ndredth f a foot s a § i 
—$$—$___— —$___— — 1 . . ¢ t k P. M nithes ster rner t . 
\ , Sts ard x St t? " . 
(Chancery E—173) . \ e tract ur f land and premises legr fty tes t 
SHERIFF'S SALI In Chancery of New . ‘ tur t tuat t . t . ter f ¢ greas & : 

Jersey Between Fidelity Union Trust , ci 7 * vit ¢ New t feet ven and three-quart % 
Company 4 rpoeration of the State of a ‘ ty New Jer ‘ I t t Hi t ract r range wit t 
New Jersey, as trustee et ym plainant, t tt South t wt t t t tant rot ma hons , . 1 
ind Kdel Raasnick, individ oi trading \ Sprue ! i ° . ¢ ving ‘ ' — 
is Howard Garage, et " S S t Street i $ t ee t th S17 
fa for sale of mortgag " 1 ghteent ! Va and : t ous E re 

By virtue of t 4 . ‘ aoe ined i y feet t t th t 1 . Ss M 5 
fieri facias, to me dir - he S re i ~ t fect ¢ und rs 

r sale by public t 1 1 f t Hi \ ty s i 

\ Ea Fighteent , t t ‘ 
to W . f to the r {AS 
e < t Sout i . t Jeffer Str ¥ r 
\ P wht xz ty cht feet th 
\ \ t 1 t r SoH r Ig t n t “ 
A 3 Street : . t ' und f 4 OF 
we kK. \ , oo ’ - ME 
t I x 1 Sta and T 8 rif } 
Z t bh ' . th 
@ st 4 ra th reaa Str 
= , <ty-sev i 8 hirt a “ ana - 
r ot S ' 
East hundred t tl , & ~ ¢ a t ber 
‘ ty two degrees thirt tes Weat OER rtherly ° 
xty t and ahty-th iredths , Hund S ty ; mate-fene feet . a 
a tt t Nor rly ¢ { g eS 29 I R r 
} th North sixty-seven d ° ¢ . , w-Lot 
s t y t West along th sam . H Morr his th 
fred t th Kast y 7 ar - ‘ ¢ o a " 
t " s ‘ Nerth tw v 7, t 4 05. ar > 7 
$ t y * tes I t 3 £18.09 j 5 8 ’ r - : < ' 
¢ ¢ , } . a9 - j gR ; =a , g 
1 to t or I a pions eS ™ 1 Sad y 
” ‘ i t ¢ ¢ 
‘ la | . ‘ 
~ ~ " 4 ‘ ‘ 
v made by vans & Ket . 1 i I Y-6 ‘Ty 
s y lated March ¢ 1926 1 r 2 7 
I 5 Ww m= «180 184 How 1 St ted s N ( ) 
N zk. NX } - ~ & e 
’ 1 cimat ' of t PD om | . w i r 
t t t . 4% vid i th w , n i lerson s ; . 
Fie aaa | Ficht Hundred 8 , n H. A ieiias ' - 7 
vt De 1 Fifty Cents t r sa "4 r with ¢ 
t ' ‘ ’ t ’ 
6.8 ) r ow rat 
. rsM t f N ark, N. J Aor g ‘ 
’ 3 ¢ 1 taxes e 7 oe 
wa ‘ tr J May 8&8 15 ¢ ry 
k M —. = 
nw CHANCERY NOTICE 
be r ” Iistant ; ribed . 
% CHANCERY 
’ D A 
. e 4 4 r listant UN s 
NRY YOUNG, IR., Sheriff _ t : r TI 
X t Ss s , S - = rdur 
S 9 " . : : . 2 —- of 7 - - 
- : ' aewese Apr 41 a - 
S yn P Owners ( 
. z t et Tinited &e . 
\ - 
~ Ss SALI ’ . a i red 4 
I llowa Sa i ‘ resa M Uneworth 
and 1 j ‘ it swort = Ww 
~ 1 r rs 4 re d “afer 
' Seema On = 
x ; \ ’ ~ ar ; wt z 
to ® ! I > , said , 
t y + ~ 7 
alias \ . , 141 .: said . aa 
} PM 2 r tafe = 
Sta ard T ‘ z - swert ; ese 
t t : ses ¢ “ . ° a. x t On rs 
- ‘ i War 
’ S z - 2 ¥ 
\ e Cit rag Focincnate z . 
, New J v : 
y a ~ x rt r i 1 
¢ i = ° 64 wag : P ~ . 
t { ) N v r 4 rs - ace 
Y t : y : ‘ ‘ - r > wr W rty defe 
‘ t - CHANCERY NOTICES ted t ; A : : 
i « Street forty - < ania aeast 
- " “Stace t a aadin 
Ww mit = 40) t * 
: ‘ i : . = is r 7 + . 
M4 t? 8 rr N . } MI» > A. 7 
- at ' d 3 
; ‘ ine x. er 22 
S t 4 . otntn E 2 
v.99 
. ‘ r ) > tT v 9 ) . 
’ - “ : 
" t ' i tat , 6 r tt » and M 
t 1 r Mr . Minnie « rteas 
v - ; - - - 4 e g e Wer + "ne . 
} x \ A | ¥ ? . “ . ; . 
r ; . t s ft 
he : 1.3 , t . ~ . . | ae i t nim 
1 4 st 87 by TLel . ‘ “ o F > ohn r 
; , t Sev ent y $1 rt. or remises 
wh & W \ wl Sy asia ¢F : 4k 3 fessed r 1 
‘ Ward \ i Ex - ’ 3 + 4 = 1941 e, 
k " and ioe toa s+ ’ . s&s 1 4 HINI 
x t . rsev g > of Cem 
. *7 and , sia ~ + New - a , Ror + , te + =r 
r Now Joraey rr abov 1 t 7 > - “ a dled ~ ™ Sth os AT 
? , rda with . 8 ae . * ¢ — as 2° on a 
a] - ~agt Rrother S “ - ’ k ¢ " AY 7 
wo? e Sar ° with ——rwrct - 
. ’ ’ a, 
is eee on : t , “ ar. aaa SURROGATE’S NO:>--- 
} i] k “Vl S tier t 4 - . wit? Rerg - 
‘ Riact Fx - ¢ ¢ rie aie mee > ae - 2 
>I v = 4 F VF Tr Rr F ‘ 5 
ad Geetameet Sema” Cane : ; __ Oe 1 HENRY | : 
. ’ } ’ 4 Aated " 2 tao" e Rer Sen a need ’ = 
: i z s NOTICE OF SETT 
r riled th t ‘ R , a ¢ . e | _— : . 7 
a Tos . ‘ ; ° r v 
e'¢ : : ; 
rer < - » “ r r. Exe r < 
wage Se : “y c ‘ L r la No 204 ‘ + ‘ HENRY z < 
_- eee - : . — ~<a ’ seed , andited ¢ S 
> and —— ; , @ o <a + m ‘ Surrogat and renorted f ~* 
Tw Mg lll. . y uid s <= < the Ornhans’ Conrt of th : “ 
. th ’ ° 

7 1 together wit 4 ets f this : . four ra is £123.794.06) eeday the Ard dav 
gate ¢ ther with ¢ s of this sal Dated: April 21. 1941. © 

Newark. N. J Ane »S 1941 ‘ \ Newark, N Apr ° 1941 ¥ HARRIET F. FR a 

HENRY Yorn 2 — . HENRY YOrN¢ IR Sheriff SAMUEL M. FRIEDMAN, Pre 
Hatnes @ Chanatis Sol'r $26.88 se ¥ , « 4 Fahn. Sol’r $16.38 7 River Street 
.‘? > = © 





Hoboken. N. J oo 
NJ P| Apr. 24. May 1 s 
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IN CHANCE! NE\ RSEY rt 
, F NEW JERSEY Oe Re ga 
ae a Chancery of the Stat New Jersey mat Continued from page 1) 
B : ; = , ie 2 Rat Ny . Mi AHA REAL Y COM aw) 
by df proceed I I int, you all reference to practice should 
Saal wee Ee, ‘ Mit, | be left out of any administrative 
7 SEN MEG. CO., IN¢ ~My 4): Jaw reform bill enacted by Con- 
, oe oy : ~ ™ | gress. 
Ager os ; “ cer By Reason for the committee's 
. “eelgrass gion Bhs. ae . pe : mus failure to attach any importance 
Nex 6 of Section 14:1 the ¢ k, tu eae to suggestions to curb lay prac. 
- cate of Dissolution. : * GLANDEI tice is not altogether clear, al- 
.'' y of State of the Stat 21) Market Street though some of the members ap- 
: “ou the bighth day os eT s parently have the idea that the 
riting to 1 , LEGAL NOTICE .~—«~ American Bar Association is not 
, supporting any move in this di- 
> hee vn i EM SEY rection. Such ideas seem to have 
* in rIMOMY WHI pietoe tote yer their origin in the fact the Bar’s 
ext oar ee Shee see & } mau come, House of Delegates in Chicago 
y “ao M “ge AS, I ’ es. threw its support behind the bill 
inty-ocvee en  seameien Ks tary dissoiution thereo of the minority of the Attorney 
ee of Stat , u General's committee on admin- 
eig 6 ies — aad aad eke istrative procedure, rather than 
aoa = ae . eu mo the measure introduced at the 
red ENT OF STALE x ‘me there, instance of the A.B.A. adminis- 
oe forty tiny nlite yap ga “sce, trative law committee, which 
) the nartheay ; . var pace Dieaaig contained explicit provisions on 
m : ont # { tt reof W HEREPORI PHOMAS the subject. 
date a 3 bine ck Adil oS tan te the 5 
58 2 Sie yell Heres “Certiy tat the "Pwo Fundamental Questions 
atis as ated at N = May, 1941 my off on amma Aside from the question of 
New Jere me on of ted by ai Whether the courts or the ad- 
i h nay be ! ys afores ministrative agencies should 
Pr ke "s t vn regione oh tt By have the authority to determine 
+ ‘ . ; heres: ek Sik and Bae who practices before the latter, 
thet € gg yg ra ee Ue even th: day ae siny. 43" the lay practice problem boils 
Sout i a Fe EP ng Ae - Be ror tet saant: uve *""" down into two issues, namely: 
ine Y 6 ee ae ae 1. What are the fields of ad- 
8 . poration, executed by ail | X.J.1..3.— Mas #2. 29 12-80 ministrative law practice where 
my said office as provided DEPARTMENT. OE STATS person having a legal educa- 
nd S aaeataitainiiis teoeaiaain. CERTIFICATE ot Poa oy CeIn tion is better fitted to serve his 
= bare hereto set my hand and af Uresting: 1s ans ; catinfaction, Cuent than the individual lack- 
nd . this iret day of May, A 2. duly authent ated record of the proceed ing such a background? 
‘ - forts oe. HIS by the ananimous conte oot all the tock 2. What amount of specialized 
os ss ary, of, State ‘tii St MITE A sD LOW EIN ae knowledge aside from his legal 
, . th 14th Street, training must be possessed by an 
aT: OF NEW JERSEY Love ets: attorney in order to permit him 
ort rn TAT EET MISSOLUTION phereor ube, Sctisfactorily to represent a 
a: gartibesatboubecendicicaPoavine : Section 14:13-1 of client before this or that admin- 
; ptbotcated record of the proceed: |" NGW” THEREFORE, ‘I. THomMas a, $Strative agency? 
ge Bye ye ye t. | MATHIS, Secretary of State of the — General Counsel Shoene, in his 
pet d in my off Tenth das testimony took the position that 
“ : his Stat even the mild provision in the 
th nt and bill of the majority of the Attor- 
- ; now f vided NEY General's committee stating 
? IN IMONY WHEREOF, } that the individual is entitled to 
’ fixed eral seal at ‘Trenten, De represented by counsel, goes 
; RE. I, THOMAS A. (sg ee eae ae. 2+ >. | too: far. 
t ’ : ry of State of the ragetiee oe Sees Attorneys Unqualified 
r the Third day of May et Pt le To Shoene’s way of thinking, 
wr this might interfere with e 
2 nt whi SURROGATE'S NOTICES right of an administrative Po 
nye ve mete bas om et inks : 8. to do what it pleases about 
STIMONY WHEREOF, 1 Pit EUGENI restricting practice. The witness 
N¢ E ‘of “ia er vat eda omg he. gave the impression that he did 
= i “* dete eerie given te the creditor ef not think any too large a part 
as ¢ A. MATHIS ' ame of the legal profession should be 
<i 5 33" $12.8 ges ate By ; - permitted to practice before his 
r = es Ree w _be fore ' from pr ¥ agency 
a NEW JERSEY THE FIRS SEY ¢ = ; In fact, Shoene said he was of 
; 2 a Me y ION AEDI G E. P the opinion that many attorneys 
is Ke 8 may com a ‘ are not qualified to handle rail- 
: : irs to, satisfaction : : aaa road retirement matters, adding 
ye . mene os that he had had numerous let- 
png sie ters from lawyers who apparent- 
: "gle ; had never heard of, much less 
sa ws Enees, | BOLD. ac read, the railroad retirement act 
Y : ee deen toe . . but st vere attempting to act 
. pa hase gy tage! FIO oro ™ - 44 ( ient He also cited in- 
. posi . ee nthe, pn! tances of attorneys attempting 
. : THOMAS A REM E attach or garnishee railroad 
: See oe ee ee eed (eee: 2... = yensions, even though this is 
Tm rd day of May, z — rictly prohibited in the retire- 
% ting to the disse STA’ Si 4. MOCK de-' ment act. 
I h said consent and rder of P Any attempt to give lawyers 
a “ssid office os provided | rags iy ” , ; f | the ht, as members of the Bar, 
TIMONY WH I Seon ; rs of tO before the retirement 
to set my hand, tn Awcensed Hit to, eh ; board would represent an un- 
fay Of Mays ed and demands ag ogee: ; r ther St i policy, according to Sho- 
r < A. MATHIS aches Ange he bers. | ~ 
7 A — $12.80 I 7 A 4 LAWS OF 1941 
RI HA RT 4 j ——--—— 
m= EOC \TE’S NOTICES x wark . epapeey ‘ S-244 Chap. 123 P. L. 1941. May 
‘ =a itn Fle a 19. Permits the administration 
’S NOTICE , 3E KOELLHOFFER, de EST ‘A M RE of non-residents absentees’ 
: — TIC: SETTLEMENT HOFFMA? Snrrogat t tr of real estate by “any fit and 
FRAN ‘ty given that the Accounts proper person” as well as a 
ETT! PME - nt { GEORGE surviving spouse or next of kin. 
tet ot nd ted for A-389 Chap. 138 P. L. 1941. May 
Jani fay. the Srd day of 19. Requires all fiduciaries, res- 
, y — ge gainst ident or not, to file powers of 
y of ° D TERN . attornev wi the cou > cler 
alee PHI AP oo the county clerk 
ay tea r regist 








| only 


ene, and to permit every attorney | 
to practice might easily result in 
a “racket,” since unqualified at- 
torneys could reap a_ harvest 
from railroad pensioners without 
giving them any worthwhile ser- 
vice in return: 
Can't Always Limit Fees 

Questioned by members of the 
committee, Schopene said the 
Board has the right to limit fees 
in unemployment cases but not 
in proceedings involving retire- 
ment benefits, some of which in- 
volve thousands of _ dollars. 
Schoene also pointed out that 
railroad relief departments for 
years have been looking out for 
the welfare of retired employes, 
and in many instances represent 
them before the board. Railroad 
labor organizations also perform 
a similar function for their mem- 
bers. 

A similar 


congressional 


complaint against 
effort to curb lay 
practice voiced by Major 
Lemuel B. Schofield, chief of the 
immigration and naturalization 
service, who has declared that 
many public spirited groups are 
performing valuable services for 
aliens. If representatives allowed 
to appear at immigration and 
naturalization proceedings are 
limited to members of the legal 
profession, it would mean that 
many aliens would have no one 
to look out after their interest, 
Schofield asserted. 


was 





New Bar Exam 





(Continued from page 1) 





situation. The complicated re- 
cord of a difficult case is pre- 
sented to the candidate a month 
in advance. The questions he is 
asked in the examination have 
to do with his ability to dissect 
problems and put their elements 
together in a logical whole. This 
is supplemented by an oral ex- 
amination so that always the 
examiners interview the candi- 
date. 

Commenting on the results of 
the examination, the Boston 
Herald asserted that while the 
examinations today are of a 
different type from those used 
up to last year, “it appears that 
qualified applicants do about 
equaliy well under either sys- 
tem.” 


Tests 
Bar exam- 
who failed 


reason 


Approved Rigid 

“If 406 passed our 
inations for every 94 
there would be some 


‘ 
aUs 


e 


Worry the paper continued 
The public welfare requires 
hat law tests shall not be snaps 





is a peril 


ned lawyer 


and especial- 





to the ry and the unin- 
formed ¢ whom as a rule he 
depends for practice 

Pove! ldon i ever pre- 
ents a candidate ho has a 
good mind and plenty of pluck 
fron aking all the hurdle: 
There is no plot to exclude any 


qualified candidate. All take the 


same examinations. Everybody 
has the same chance to make 
the grade.” 


Cities Higher Standards 
Higher standards of legal edu- 
cation were cited by the Herald 
f 


as being partly responsible for 
the small percentage of success 
in the examination. 
“Comparison of the results of 
this February examination and 
that of six moths ago would be 
somewhat unfair,” it said, “for 


or 


in September the graduates ap- 
pear who have spent three years 
in the best law schools, yet last 
summer the ratio of success 


2415 per cent 


9 
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BANKRUPTCIES 











BAMLIM) GARDEN RESTAURANT CO 
LNIUN ©1149, S405 Bergen 
t ol iiab Tu 
reir. Grimshaw BOLT M 
BEAL 4 Ldward Lewis (38 1 
rk City Railroad Co.) R.F.D. No. 1 
Perth Amboy; vol; liab. $1,165 
! 5,00 refr. Weelans; 5-16 
BECKER, Robert t/a BECKER BODY CO 
(Foreman) 25 E, Collingswood Ave., } 
yu vol liab $15,307; assets $5,657 
refr. Gaskill; solr. C, A, Baldwin; 5-15 
BROOKS, Charles William (Utility Man) 18 
i dway, Jersey City; vol ial. $1,543 
a $5,500 refr, Grimshaw soir, Le 
S. Sullivas o-15 
EASTERN BANKERS CORPORATION (1 
Vestment Business) 972 oud St New 
ark ebtor under Chapt X liab, S24t 
743; assets $45,514; sol 1 Ht. Coh 
5-16 
ENGELERECHI Joun W ‘ Sweeper 
263 Mt. Prospect Clift vol; lial 
$2,112; assets $427; ref Grin iW r 
Db. G. Collester »-16 
FREDERICKS, Arth Herman (Carpente 
146 Spring St Bicomtield , liat 
$4,025 assets £400 refi j ter 
bb. A. Rappeport; 5-16 
GANO, Harley \ t Lal ») Patt 
burg St., Pattenburg i 2,620 
assets $40 rete ‘ Ww. J 
Lanes 5-17 
GREENBER¢ Louis fire Sa in) } 
Clinton PI Newurk ol ‘ $4.000 
assets S200 f Porter J 
Aucker 16 
HASKEL!I John -T = 
Roosevelt Ave I> 1 S14 
770 ref Grit M Ka 
tof; 5-17 
HEGERTY W I ¢ 
Midland Bivd ( lia $4 i 
ts $1,070 r i isa 
Rosenstein 16 
HOLZHAUER, Ha i k Dr 21 ‘7 
nghast St Ne b $41.7 
wet g100 V H 
Liet 16 
HORTOS n W (Ca ‘ 
1 St } oO \ < - 
i J 
O7 Ve 
$4.27 
iH J 
M 
4 $21,420 
E. W 
ter } 
1 
Real Estat 
Maplew 
re Pp 
% 
Mf 
Mi 
248 ¥ 
Clan 5-14 
SHIBER, Johr Clot 
mond Ave Passaic 
Grimshaw solr 
SMITH, Frank 
Spr field Ave 
S1.557: assets 
Bronne & Rother 
SMITH Harry 
Parsipoany : ve 
refr. Grimshaw 
"4n 
WEITZEN. San 
Ave Lakew 
EAR refr W 
Ss a by ‘ 
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(RA » SHORTENIXE 
ify a vistril 
rket St Pas f 
4 , Heller 
i May @, 1 
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1938, imposing two years of col- 
lege training or an equivalent as 
a prerequisite for law study, may 


be reflected 
aminations. 
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flocked to evening 
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law studies.” 
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inadequately 
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HIGH NO. HIGH NO. 
COUNTY COURT JUDGE CLERK WEFEKLY DAILY MOTION DAYS COUNTY CLERE SHERIFF 
CALL CALL 
Atlantic Sup. and Cir. Hon Wilfred H.Jayne _‘ William A. Blair Triais begin May 19th Fridays et Atlantic City William A. Blair Alfred H. Johnams 
Bergen Sup. and Cir. Hon. John Cc ‘Barbour Eugene H. Jorel 7 292 284 James W. Mercer William R. Browns 
Com. Pleas Hon. Walter W. Weber Frederick W. Hillers 173 167 
Burlington Sup. and Cir. Hon. Samuel M. Shay Palmer Le Adams Not Sitting _ * Fridays at Camden Palmer L Adams F. George Furth 
Camden Sup. and Cir. |Hon. V. Claude ‘Palmer Joseph E. Halpin 90 Every Friday Frank J. Suttill Frank B. Lukor — 
Cape May Sup. and Cir. "Hon. Wilfred H. Jayne Stirling W. Cole Not Sitting Fridays at Atlantic City Stirling W. Cole F. Mulford Steven, 
Cumberland = Sup. and Cir. Hon. Samuel M. Shay Ear] M. Wescoat Trials - May 19 to June 5 Fridays at Camden Earl M. Wescoat Daniel J. Adams 
Essex Sup. and Cir. Hon. William A. Smith John F. O’Brien 7 1121 <a 1118 Friday, May 23rd Russell C. Gates Henry Young = 
Hon. Joseph L. Smith Arthur M. Goldbaum 
Hon. Edwin C. Caffrey Anthony Gmeiner 
|\Com. Pleas Hon. Walter D. Van Riper James Fox 526 523 Friday. May 23rd 
Gloucester Sup. and Cir. |Hon. Samuel M Shay 2 Edward Klaisz Trials - June 9 to ‘to June 26 Fridays at Camden R. Edward Klaisz Harry A. Blick 
Hudson Supreme "Hon. Henry E. Ackerson, Jr. Louis De Forge . 298 Gustav Bach Eugene Ertle 
| Hon. A. Dayton Oliphant Richard Devine See Court Notes 
Circuit Hon. Thomas Brown Thomas J. Gillen 140 140 
Com. Pleas Hon. Lewis B. Eastmead James J. Walker 815 805 
[_ 'Hon. James R. Erwin Richard J. Denine 818 456 
Hunterdon ‘Sup. and Cir. (Hon. Robert V. Kinkead James J. Moonan Not Sitting 7 Fridays at Freehold B. N. Carter, Jr. Samuel C. Hall 
Mercer |Sup. and Cir. \Hon. A. Dayton Oliphant Chas. P. Hutoninson os 25 Friday, May 23 and June 6 Chas. P. Hutchinson Harry E. Het 
Middlesex Sup. and Cir. [Hos 4, Dayton Oliphant William J. White Not Sitting _ May 23, at Trenton Edward J. Patten Julius C. Encel 
‘on. Adrias Lyon 
Com. Pleas Hon. Klemmer Kalteissen Aldona Appleton 48 
Monmouth a and Cir. Hon. Robert V. Kinkead Bert Lugannani Not Sitting Fridays at Freehold J Russell Woolley Morris J. Woodring 
Morris ‘Sup. “and Cir. Hon. J. Wallace Leyden E. Bertram Mott Trials da ine 3 to Ju une 27 E. Bertram Mott Henry R. Sperling 
Ocean ‘Sup. and Cir. |Hon. William A. Smith Granville M. Price Not Sitting ~~ John A. Ernst Sylvester B. Mathy 
Passaic Sup. and Cir — Se — Saul Lippman 252 247 Every Friday Lloyd B. Marsh Louis C. Gollmer 
Com. Pleas Hon. Robert H. Davidson John C. Summers 
\— _—___—_— . a —- ai 
Saiem \Sup. and Cir. Hon. Samuel M. Shay Walter P. Ballinger Not Sitting Fridays at Camden Walter P. Ballinger Peter B. Hoff 
Somerset Sup. and Cir. Hon. Joseph Ls Smith Walter K. Crater Trials Mv ‘May 12 to May 26 "Walter K. Crater John H. Veg 
Bussex ‘Sup. ‘and Cir. Hon. Joseph G. “ Wolber Arthur L. Wilcox Trials - May 26 to May 29 Fridays at Paterson Arthur L. Wilcox Denton J. Quick 
Union (Sup. ‘and Cir. |Hon. Frank L. Cleary John D. McCarthy _ 240 208 Friday, May 23rd Henry G. Nulton Alexander Campbel 
Com. Pleas Hon. Walter L. Hetfield, III Atelio Cagnassola 115 106 
Warren |Sup. and Cir. Hon. J. Wallace Leyden Ramsey Reese Not Sitting _ y eed Ramsey Reese Edward T. Reilly 
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Atlantic County 
Justice Frederick R. Colie will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 9th, at the Guar- 
antee Trust Bldg., Atlantic City 
Bergen County 
Justice Joseph L. Bodine will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 2nd, at the Court 
House, Newark, at 10:00 A. M., 
instead of Monday, May 26th, 
due to the fact that the Court of 
Errors and Appeals will be in 
session. 
Burlington County 
Justice Joseph B. Perskie will 
hear Supreme Court motions be- 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To eli to whom these presents may come 


Greets 
WHERE AS, It appears to my satisfactior 
by duiy authenticated record of the proce d 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof by 
peed ee conse nt pe al ll the stockholders 
ley t 
PARK RESID Nel INé 


fice is situated at % » Clint St 
City of Newark, Count f Exsex, Stat 
f New Jersey (Michael N. Chana s 


whe process may . i 
wit the red rer ts s t ‘ 
the Revised Statutes, | 
ge this ¢ t ite «o lhixs t 
Now PHEREFORE I rH 


MAS A 
MATHIS, Secretary of State of the State of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the 
<aid N t t 
M 141 id 
ed and attested consent writing ¢t 
dissolution of said c¢ ory vrati ”" executed t 
all the stockholders thereof, which said c¢ 
sent and the record of the proceedings afore 
said are now on file in my said ffi as 
provided by aw 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF i 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixe d my oficial seal, at Trento 
t i M \ 
(Seal) one thousand pit hundred and 
forty-one 
THOMAS A 


MATHIS 
eee oF tat 
eR M 2 < . 


- INDEX TO THIS ISSUE _ 











tween the hours of 9:30 A. M. 
and 12:00 noon at his Chambers, 
Atlantic City on Saturday, June 
7th 

Camden County 

Justice Ralph W. E. Donges will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 16th, at the Court 
House, Camden at 10:00 A. M. 

Cape May County 

Justice Frederick R. Colie will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 9th, at the Guar- 
antee Trust Bldg., Atlantic City 

Cumberland County 

Justice Frederick R. Colie will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 9th, at the Guar- 
antee Trust Bldg., Atlantic City 

Essex County 

Justice Charles W. Parker will 
hear Supreme Court Motions on 
Saturday, May 24th, at the 
Court House, Newark at 9:30 
A. M. 

Ex-parte matters may be sent 
with stamped self-addressed en- 
direct to Justice Charles 
19 South Street, Mor- 


velope 
W. Parker 
ristown. 
Contested mat 
ed in advance with 
schenbaum 
Common 


must 


ters may be list- 
Saul H. Kir- 

enographer. 
Pleas action at law 
be listed on the 
motion calendar schedules on 
Friday of each week Motions 
will not be listed unless notices 
are filed with the County Clerk 

There will be no weekly call 
made in the Supreme, Circuit 
ind Common Pleas Courts on 
Friday, May 23rd 

Gloucester County 

Justice Ralph W. E. Donges will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 16th, at the Court 
House, Camden at 10:00 A. M. 

Hudson County 

Chief Justice Thomas J. Bro- 
gan will hear Supreme Court 
motions on Saturday, June 7th 
at 9:00 A. M. 

Hon. Thomas Brown wiil hear 
nies ‘eme and Circuit Court mo- 
Fr iday May 23rd 


, Official st 


motions 


+i 
ua 


1s on 





Hunterdon County 

Justice Newton H. Porter will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 2nd, at the State 
House Annex, Trenton. 

All matters which can be at- 
tended to by mail may be sent 
to his chambers at 1060 Broad 
St., Newark. 

Mercer County 

Justice Newton H. Porter will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 2nd, at the State 
House Annex, Trenton. 

All matters which can be at- 
tended to by mail may be sent 
to his chambers at 1060 Broad 
St., Newark. 

Hon. A. Dayton Oliphant will 
try Supreme and Circuit Court 
cases from May Ist to July 3rd. 

Middlesex County 

Justice Clarence E. Case will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Saturday, June 7th, at the Court 
House, Elizabeth at 9:30 A. M 

Common Pleas cases will 
tried until June 2nd. 

Monmouth County 

Justice Joseph B. Perskie will 
hear Supreme Court motions 
between the hours of 9:30 A. M. 
and 12:00 noon at his Chambers, 
Atlantic City Saturday, June 
7th 

Hon 
Common 


be 


on 


John C. Glaeréane hears 
Pleas motions every 
Thursday at 1:00 P M. at the 
Court House, Freehold. 
Morris County 

Justice Joseph L. Bodine will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 2nd, at the Court 
House, Newark, at 10:00 A. M., 
instead of Monday, May 26th 
due to the fact that the Court of 
Errors and Appeals will be in 
session 

Judge Leyden will hear Su- 
preme and Circuit Court motions 
every Friday while trying cases 
in Morristown 


NORMAN N. POPPER 
Registered Patent Att’y. 
COUNSELLOR-AT-LAW 


17 Academy St., Newark, N. J. 
MArket 3-2626 











Ocean County 

Justice Joseph B. Perskie wil! 
hear Supreme Court motions 
between the hours of 9:30 A. M 
and 12:00 noon, at his Chambers, 
Atlantic City on Saturday, June 
7th 

Passaic County 

Justice Harry Heher will hear 
Supreme Court motions on Sat- 
urday, June 7th, at the Court 
House, Paterson. 

Salem County 

Justice Frederick R. Colie will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 9th, at the Guar- 
antee Trust Bldg., Atlantic City. 

Somerset County 

Justice Joseph L. Bodine will] 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, June 2nd, at the Court 
House, Newark, at 10:00 A. M., 
instead of Monday, May 26th, 
due to the fact that the Court of 


Errors and Appeals will & 
session. 
Sussex County 
Justice Harry Heher will 
Supreme Court motions o 
urday, June 7th, at the C 
House, Paterson. 
Union County 
Justice Clarence E. Case 


hear Supreme Court motion 
Saturday, June 7th, at theC 
House, Elizabeth, at 9:30 A.M 


Warren County 
Justice Newton H. Porter 
hear Supreme Court motion 
Monday, June 2nd, at the§ 
House Annex, Trento: 
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Attention: LAW Y ERS 


We offer the services of a sound NEW 
JERSEY company 


national 


Essex County 
of Records 


Phone Mitchell 2-7875 


to cooperate with 


you in your real estate and mortgage 


This company has no mortgage guar- 
anty liabilities of any kind. Its policy 


is accepted by leading lawyers, finan- 


business 


concerns and Federal agencies. 


“TAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY f= 
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SEY CORPORATIOX — SERVING NEW JERSE! 
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